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AbSTHACT 

A systesD for evaluating and flionitoring child 
development projects^ with possible computerigatlcn capabilities i was 
developed for the State of Pennsylvaiiia in coniiection with 26 child 
development projects funded by the Appalachian Regional Conmission* 
The Ecological Monitoring Information Systero (EMIS) , provides a 
series of ecological measurement tools and a baseline of data to 
conduct naturaliatic child development studies in a highly controlled 
condition* Based on five years of research on the ecology of child 
deyelopinent ^ it is concerned with group theoty and with interactions 
of children in day care. Data compiled and standardised covered: (1) 
evaluation aspects^ (2) medical componentSf (3) staffs parent and 
coaaunity background^ (4) outreach^ (5) public relations^ (6) prograin 
administration and (7) social service components- Issues addressed 
include: the developfflent of an effective measurenant tool for 
Piaget's theory of cognitive development; adult-child interactions; 
cost analysis; peer group development; information and referral 
programs* The EMIS might be used on a regionali state or national 
level to Gollact data in making decisions atout child care. The 
system has the capability of adoption to grouip day care/ family day 
care^ information and referral programs and others* included in the 
document are flow sheets, sample letters^ tables^ graphs^ and data 
sheets. (BF) 
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Dm reason for dovclopinq UAIZ is simple. Vim child development field, 
and other rolatod s*ocial 3c?rvicQ deUv&Ty sysionn havci made groat strides 
forward, but in many c^oes in innpr^ncG of rrjl^jtfe^d ar»^a^, EMIS is a tool, 
a comprGhenGive tool to annlyze ^^11 avenuoG involved in ^ rjocial service 
delivery sy'stem. In crdor to analyze a system totally.^ I pTOpo^e that an 
ecological approach must bo irr.plQriented to analyze all patterns of interaction* 
EMIS is based on five yegrs of ecological re-iesrchi it Is concerned //Ith tho 
theory of the group^ the theory of IntFi-ractions of childr^tn in day care* We 
are concerned theoretically with the temporal and spatial characteristics 
of interactional pattarns in groups- Wt are concerned with information 
^ processing in groups, in analyzing interactional patterns both verbally, 
socially and motorically* EMIS hopefully will make a contribution in the 
fields of child development theoryj evaluation rtsi^arch and Gybernetics^ 

This is the first I feel of many revisions of this systemi This first 
edition is rather pragmatically oriented^ with further revisions becorning 
more and more theoieticai. 

Please excuse the forrn in which this book is being presented. I realize 
that at times It becomes rather cumbersomej but this was necessiry because 
of printing costs* We tried to produce it as cheaply as possible so that it 
would be readily available to all who wanted a copy. The cost of this publication 
only covers it*s printing cost and all revenues are re-circulated to print more 

GOpiOS* 

Richard J. Fiene 
William J. Cardiff 
Melvin R. Littles . 
^ 12/25/75 

5 

Er|c ill 



Acknov/led^jeinnn 

kii^v flvi y^ars of t^^^^^rGh ^nd threa >TOvei^ which 
involved moving froin Univetsity positions to finally a 
position in gov^rnrnGntf this book Is the ojtcoimi of the^se 
travels. Obviously, in dging ail of this^ niiny people //are 
involved and I'd like to take th.ls time to thank so^ne of 
them: Aaron Carton and Herb Kay^ from S,U*M,y, at Stony 
Brook I Gary Lange ind ASiier from University of North 
CaioUna at Greensboroi andj Patricia Campbell from the 
Govtr iOr's Office for rium'^n Reso-jroei and especially 
Karen Kroh who so ably helped fns tie all of this together 
at the very end. 



ERIC 6 



s 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

Preface Hi 
Aoknowle jgenie!if:o Iv 
Chapter 

Introduction 1 
Theoretical and Rese£irch Base 55 

Chapter 3-^ 

Demograpjnin Data, Regional Model 1^3 

Chapter 4 — 

StruGture and Response I83 

Chapter 5- — 

On-Going Research and Future 228 

Reports 

Rererences 250 



7 



ERIC 



CHAPTER 1 



Upon reviewing all' fche relevant research literaturt 
in child development/child care, and the use of evalua-- 
tlon systems (computerized or non-computeriaed ) in social 
policy decisions, we found a definite lack of sound research 
in the above and more critically In how- It relates to the 
ecology of the child. There has been some research into 
r4anagement Information Systems at a survey level (Schriber 
and Cohen, 1973) but even these researchers point their 
finger at the paucity of findings in this area. Since that 
time the hiatus has continued. Along with this fact has 
been the difficulty in establishing viable measures of a 
child's ecological system (home, community, school^ etc,) 
although presently through Project Right Start (Taylor and 
Mllllones, 1975) ? effective measures are beginning to be 
obtained , 

The scope or mission of this E.M.I.S, is to fill this 
gap that has existed in the field of child development. 
This article will be an introduction to what we have devel- 
oped v/hlch v/e feel can be used as a tool to making sen- 
sible social policy decisions based on all the factSj and 
not mere intuitions; and It will provide us with a series 
of ecologiGal measurement tools and a baseline of 



B 



data to conduct naturalistic studies in child development in a 
highly controlled condition. This system in its present form 
can be computeriEed and v/e feel conrident that such a system 
could be used either on a regional, state or national level to 
collect meaningful data in making decislonn about child care/ 
child development arrangements, The system has the capability of 
adoption to group day care centers, family day care homes, infor- 
mation and referral programs, maternal/child health programs 
and, with certain minor revisions, to a host of other similar 
child development programs. 

The unique aspect of the system is the fact that it is not 
viewed as an end In itself (too many evaluation systems are looked 
upon in this regard), but rather as a means to an end. The field 
of child development has so much data from so many sources that 
it staggers the imagination of assembling it in any meaningful 
fashion. It has to be put together, however, if we are going to 
decide where we've been and where we need to go. That Is the 
purpose of this system, to help us decide what has been done in 
child development in the State of Pennsylvania, what are the 
critical issues and questions in child development and how are 
we going to get answers. Usually evaluation systems answer the 
first two segments above, but do not address themselves totally 
to tnp~ last segment. The Ef4IS will address itself totally to 

this last segment. 

Some of the issues this system will address will be a? follows: 
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to develop an effective measurement tool for Piaget^s theory of 
cognitive development: adult-child, child-child, and adult-adult 
interactions will be looked at more closely; a theoretical and 
actual cost analysis coefficient based on a price tagj number of 
children Involved and their developmental inQrements will be 
developed; the peer group. as a strategy for early intervention; 
evolution of the peer group In the first five years of life; 
information and referral programs alone as versus I & R in day 
care set tings— which is more cost ef fectlve'--t hese and other 
ecological- measures v/ill be usad and decisions will be made based 
upon these hard core data, 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 

The Evaluation and Monitoring project is the housing agent 
for the EMIS 3 which is being funded through Appalachian Regional 
Commission dollars (202-D) in the State of Pennsylvania* The 
task of the project is to monltorj evaluate and, where needed, 
provide technical assistance to 26 projects located in approxi- 
mately 70 sites, The ARC Code states that funds are to be used 
for demonstration programs v/hioh are engaged in innovative 
approaches in child development, The ARC region was to become a 
national iaboratory where new experimental approaches to child 
development could be tested. From a position paper (ARC^ 1975). 
it is rather evident thatthis goal has been reached and surpassed 
in many areas* As of this writing, some states within the ARC 
region are beginning to pub together some forms of evaluation 
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systems. The aut-hora have been called In to do oomo oonsuUing 
regarding the EMIS (l^fashvlUe, Tenn . , 1975). However, as of this 

date a system capable of providing data fco assist in rnaklns social 
policy decisions does not exiet, Enter the EMIS. 

THE BEGIMMING 

The task before us was to pull bhlngs together for the State 
of Pennsylvania regarding child development programs funded by 
the Appalachian Regional Conimisslon. Our concern was for quality 
care by fnaking programs accountable for services provided. With 
the initiation of the EMIS there were some real demonstrable 
programs, but these prosrarns were few and far In-between. We 
therefore set our sights on Improving care for children across 
all our projects. Custodial cp-e wasn't good enough for the 
children. Mow don't take me wrong, the fault did not lie totally 
with the programs them3elvas. I would have fco say that many of 
the problems that were Identified should have been rec tlfled at 
the state level. However, before the advent of the EMIS there 
was no way of detecting problems quickly and at an early .stape 
either at the state, regional or local level. 

The first step In any evaluation system is to get out Into 
the field, and this is exactly what v;e did to ascertain what 
exactly was going on. Five months worth of travel ing to see 
all of our programs, all of their components, providing technical 
assistance where necessaryj patting on the back and slapping of 
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fingers where needed, even some defunding where thlnss had gotten 
out of hand. Our baseline waa established with this initial set 
of visits. They were called Site R'^view Team (SRT ) visits. 
Obviously, they were problem probing vlr,its, finding where programs 
had gone astray, where fchsy needed help and where they should be 
going and wanted to go and how could we, at the state level, 
help them get there. 

* 

One problem that appeared in 20 of the 26 projects v/as the 
difficulty of compiling data in a meaningful fashion. When one 
is trying to computerize any type of system^ it is necessary to 
standardize data. As the data existed in its disarray^ it viould 
have been totally impossible to plug the projects into the EMIS. 
Therefore, we played the role of systems analyst and worked with 
the project on standardising their data, What is critical here 
in helping them put their data together was the fact that in 
collecting the inrormation It be useful to us at the state level, 
but It also be useful to the individual proJeGts* We did not 
want them collecting meaningless statistics for us. It Ghould 
be said at this point that our form of evaluation was useful not 
only to us but at all times we included the projects in It so 
that they could be evaluating their own progress. In other words, 
we are engaging In formative as well as summative evaluation. 
Whatever forms we developed with themj these rorms would help the 
project to evaluate their own program as v/e monitored the program 
from the state level. 
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The time that we did spend in the office in tt^e first five 
^months vas concerned with the types of data Bent to us in the 
forni of reports, summaries and proposals. Some of the materials 
received were of a rather lengthy nature, between 200-300 pages 
for continuation proposals. Again for the sake of olariby, we 
decided on a means for standardizing all incoming data. We devel- 
oped a hypothetical proposal and budget, standardiged statistical 
data sheets, standardized monthly reports. Now &li proposals 
would follow a similar format within a I5 page limit. This helped 
not only us at the state level in getting proposals tnrough the 
governmental maze, but also made It easier for proj eo c direc tors 
in writing their continuations. We are now In the process of 
developing an initial hypothetical grant proposal wHlch again 
should make it easier for project directors In writing proposals 
for ARC funding. An analogy would be along the lines of writing ' 
an open-ended essay on a topic as versus a multiple ohoice and 
fill-in type test. Otvlously in the latter the Insfcruotor han 
greater control and there is less ambiguity ±n reapotiding to 
questions. 

Another form of sfcardardization was through the use of child 
development profiles. We found that many projects were all over 
the ballpark when it came to Identifying critical areas of a 
child's development. Therefore, we helped projectss |e t-it-t ogother 
In this area. Some projects were using their own howe-inado forms 
(some were rather sophisticated), others used sttandard Ized child 
development profiles and still others were coJlecblng I9 scores. 
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Another avenue is being pursued by the senior author In fcrying 
to develop an ecological based profile with some projects v/ho 
requestid help in this area. An attempt v/ill be made to look 
at its effioacy in regards to child dev^elopment by running uni- 
variate and multi-varlate analysis with more standardized measure- 
ment Instruments* 

PRESEMT STATUS 

It is hoped that with the abo^e baseline data 5 which is 
now coming into our office^ that appropriate ecologioal based 
studies will be developed by and through the Governor's Office 
to evaluate various domains within child development, As I 
alluded to earlier^ certain questions would be answered through 
the use of EMI3 . Other questions also of national Importance 
regarding early childhood education v^ill be ansv/ered, 

Some very important questions raised by Fein and Clarke- 
Stev/art in their book Day Care in Context will be anov/eredj such 
as ! 

(1) How do day care programs differ froni one another with 
respect to Intention and Irnplementatlon (Clroupj Pamlly3 In-Honie, 
etc* ) ? 

(23 How do these differences Influence communities ^ families 
and children? 

(3) How can the relations between ■'inputs'' and ''outputs" 
be Interpreted? 

(^) What should children be doing and eKperiencing ; that 
is, what is the relation between what happens to Ghildren and their 
ERXC development? H 
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(5) How can these desired activities or experiences be 
promoted in a day care setting? 

(6) To what extent do programs provide them and how much 
do the oubcofnes conform to our expectations? 

By no means will we be able to answer all of the above 
thoroughly, but hopefully we will be able to begin to ansv/er 
parts of the above questions. 

Presently we are engaged in a good deal of data analysis 
in trying to put together everything that our projects have been 
so kind to send us. 

THE FUTURE 

Again we can only hope because as too often happens in 
the hurnan resources field, 

many ideas get shot down. 
So we go on hoping that we will be able to influence sociaa 
servants, political leaders with the hard facts, I feel confident 
that we can. ThiS is a first attempt at a rather grand plan, 
but even if we are only recognized and believed in by lOl of 
all government. It Is a first step- BeGauss up until this point 
we have been relying too heavily on gut-level feelings and not 
on hard core data. One cannot sell county commissioners , the 
feds or state government on gut-level feelings. You must show 
how many people have been employed because of your program v/ho 
^uld be on welfare if they did not have the program to place 
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their child. As Betty- Caldwell ( 1970) has stated, rnoney is 
tight and tor the ne^: few years, which appears to be turning 
into a decade^ ws are going to hav^e to be accountable for every 
cent we spend, 

, The EMIS is a tool to do just that. It is capable of 
putting it all together^ the v/hole picture for our polit:" al 
leaders. Pacts and figures don^t lie and once they have the 
total picture in front of them, we'll all knov/ what will work 
and what will not work in child development. This artiole is 
only an Introduction, we are In the process of putting together 
the system in monograph form in its totalltys and once it is 
available, I think everyone will see its utility for adoption by 
other states and regions. 
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Flow Sheet— overview of f: M,I,S. This Is a basic sche- 

mafic for evaluating and monitoring-chlld J-0 
development projects with possible com- 
puterization capabilities. 
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unioatlon at the state level with other states explaining 
EMIS# Some of the materiali apptar later on In the 
manual! I included them hire as an introduction for 
those of you who would like to get § brief overview 
without riiding the whole manual, 

A furthar explanation will he found later in 
the te^ct* For a brief explanation of the forms in 
this introduction^ read the following letter which 
aooompanled all forms sent to other state igencias. 
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f*\ COMMONVVBALTH QH f'tNNSYUVANlA\ 

^ GOVERNOR'S OFFICE 

OFFICE FOR HUMAN flgGOURCES 

SOO Sr.M F, sTKEET IlLDG. 
NW. CUKNCK THIRD 4 STATL SIRlfU 
HAKRISOURC, PA. 17101 



Dear 

This Is in response to a letter from who askod us 

to send you some inf ornia.t ion regarding the development of our" systern . 

Enclosed you will find the following items: 

' (1) Overall flow sheet 

(2) Hypothetical proposal 
0^ (3) Sample back-up data letter's 

) Flow sheets • 

(5) Overall Systeiri- 

(6) Graph of: 

A. SRT visitations 

B. Unit cost analysis 

Before I begin explalnirg the above, lot me also way that wc aro 
in tlie procoss of developing an ovnrall rofsearcli strati'-'gy which v^i U 
be in tho form of uniCiod naturalistic Htudios across all dav care pro- 
grams employing a two-between and one-withln mixed analysts of vnriancn. 
This is presently being formulated by . All of the above wi.ll' 

be computerised on a Data Te.Nt or SPSS system. Also, let ine prornlso all 
of tho abovQ with the fact that we provide tnr.hnioal assistancn as v/eN 
as evaluating and monltorini; ARC programs. This iact will help to clar- 
ify how many of the forms are usocl . 

(1) Overari flow shucl; - this is an overvie-.v to tho systom that 
WG are attonipting to develop. We identify tho ncod th rousii' tho proloct: 
and then have the project develop a data base. This In done wilh our 
flow sheets thH t ■ievelops on our SnT's. These flow f-hents 

help the pra.jucts to ooLifct data nnd obtain meaningrul statistics 
both at a group and Individual level. The hypothetioal proposal irs a 
standardiaod form to be used by all projucts' when appTyinp for refimd- 
inK. Ail data svlll be incorporated within this hypnt het i cn 1 propu^p.l, 
On<io this is done, an SRT will occur and recon-nendat i ons art' nadr. both 

19 
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pagG two 



verbally and in writing to the particiilar prosram. Those arc- followed 
L'L^'^°'':"P letters to obtain other pertinent data. Then a foUow- 
r-^! "1®'*° ''®^^ initial SET recommendations have been 

satisfied. Upon completion of this SHT. a final evaluabion will be done 
determining eligibility for refundinE. 

(2) Hypothetical Proposal - in developing any computerized or 
research assign, it is necessary to standardize the incoming data in 
some meaningful manner. Thjs was our first step. We crea.ted statis- 
tical forms that would unify the data so that it can easily be compared. 

(3) Sample back-up data letters - after comoleting an SRT many 
times other data are found to be of interest. '.Vhen this occurs,' a 
back-up letter is in order so that we can obtain this other pertinent 
data. 

(4) Flow sheets - this is a very individual process that can only 
be completed while on the SRT visit. This is tailored to the needs of 
the particular project being evaluated. Ai-ain. these forms are util- 
ized in order to cut down on variation across projects so that at the 
State level we can standardize the data without losing the individual ^ 
naturo of the statistics. This latter fact is of the utmost Importance 
to tne projects, they are dealing with the Individuals. We at the State 
level do not want the projects to compile meaningless statistics for 

us. The stats must be meaningful to us In Hairlsburg and also meaning- 
ful to the individual projects. 

(5) Overall system - this is the overall schematic that ties the 
whole systom together. This is where all data plugs into. All of our 
projects plug into this system. This system has the capability of 
bping computerized. Now, one can see why the hypothetical proposal and 
the flow sheets had to be developed. The analysis of this system will 
be broken up into the following analyses: mu Itl-varlate stratDgy will 
be employed where there are conf igurat ional changes in the data base. 
V.'hen^these conf iguration a 1 changes are sifrnlf icant , a linear discrimin- 
ant functional analvHis will be used. Depfnding on these results, either 
a tU.'^ed or hierarchlal analysis of varianco will be used to look at 
specific variabi'as which have been selected in advance. 

(6) Graphs - SRT's - straightforward frequency count across months. 

Unit cost analysis is an effective measure that can be used to gain 
an overview of which programs are extremely e.xpensive. 

I hope that the above makes sense to you; keep in mind that this 
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. Hope to hear from you soon. ' ~" 



Sincerely . 



ERIC 



21 

Ik 



,^ CO.MMOMV/SAlTM 0.' ?S,',\S'''!.v'A:.;i, 

C)?P(CC FOR Hi; MJi.-j !^ = sD'Ji=!C£^ 
KiO ST.\t F 5. I>.;f£r' ill. j-, 

, HA RKt5'ji.)HG. ]T... 



Exhibit 2 
Hypothftical Proposai 



Dear 



The purpose of this IstCar to pfovida ir^scr-c^o- s fr- u.in.- ■ . 

:.KPa.h.,l..l proposal «3 a reference In nnin o.^yo^io.^^^^^^^^^ 

CE^;saAL IMSTRaCTIOIiS FOR COKTItfUATION PR-i?OS;^;: 

1. ,^2 revirrgns mli bs accepted to c;onUnua;icn Errin^; fn H-r'-^-i-— -Fe^. 

2. Tha coacinuncioa proposal is Co be in thu s^^.iiic r.r^at n,u:-^d In U,-^ r--^ 

3. The staciNticiil fornj (pn-ea 3, A, 5 , 0. 7 , S , 5 . IC ) snd th- Lu.!,;',^ ^ j 

A* ::nrratives ar^ to be il:ntc^d toi (cor ths pist :--:Iin3 y^^^^5 

gncily find -bj^;:lv^ib saLisC io^l 

pTTonjs-;; ojji-'^lv-^ ; r Lip up^fi-in ^ 

All tcu^ fibov^? arc r.o b-^ in ^^mtic iv/v ^>:r:\'. 

'ts ^na appcndlcG^ ncod to ha subinUred. ...... 

7. Ilia oul:^:l.rl':J covr^r nhgnld JumnAr lo c:hu lU:^ v-. - u ;i :iM - m L nro-- 
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Cdfiulnuu^tQn Prapcisals - Instructiunj \ . 

f 

- S, All nau Hl.; furcis ar.d iUG for=s ars ba iniiudad in the consi— acion proposal 

--^asasi! •.■:izox, tha originals ygu hava baafi prsvidsd --teh. 

9. Any quBSClons about tha concinuation prasossls should be odclrass^ Co cK* 
appcoprictc proJacC sponsor k, « ^ r,-^ ,.^^^2^ 

able Co provida a chrae hour block of time fcr tacl-ical asBiDCatics fo- -'-asryho ' 
naad hcip in wicing chaiT cancinuacion. Sleaaa just call for an appoiic^aau. 

S?KCIFIC i::STRr:CTIO;iS COJitAINED WITHIII TH2 JTiiOTKiriCAL PROPOSAL F'^ '^'Otr^ 

coMrnaiATiQN' ?Ra?os.iL ° ^ " " " 

STATTStlCAL FOPO-JS: 

■ 1' On page 3, Edueational or iBplgaantation cs-jjontnt. fill it out: awrordiQ-'iy 

and xeiro:.-. Make it pare of your continuation propcaal. The form la sai «-s-^pla-^a to'ry 
Jusc fill in the blanks. • r - j 

2. On PesS_i. i£ /our daily schedule for the ahildrtn i/ill not fit 'rar-, pleas^ 
use tha back of tha fora. Undar dacine obiactivea of educational prozrga -f^ hphav^oral 
tern,, the iceas x^rittea in are only aKaaplas, pleaJa supply your Ovm" 0 3j act ivss for 
tha chllirsn encoUad in your program aceordir.3 to i|a catagories. If ^-m do not have 
enough rooa, plsase use the back of the fom. Xsro:t this £om and inaka'lc ^arc of yoMT 
continuation proposal. Tha othar tm items cn this aass are saie^e%:plan« wly. 



/' 3. Paae_5 is self-ewplanatocy, just fill in tha approprlatB spaces. Xaro:< the 

V..ppar porclon of this paia and include a saEpla ca-u. Undar % of tlma engased in tha 
fioliowinj daily activiElas plaase indicate the % oi ti=a for: 



0-15 r.oneha 
15-36 months 
36+ months 



e.g, if you have IS toddlers, how cuch of their day (the total groiip) is 
takan up by oucdoor play— lOX, 20%, 3QK. Pleasa ea:ar thasa data on the back of th^ 
forn. 

?^z%s 6. 7 and the upper portion of page S are all self-eMplana-cry and jusC 
need to be filled in. Pleaaa xerox thasa for;-s aaa aaka cha= part gc y.-u- KonttnusEioa 
pffOposaL . 

5. On paga. 9, please note that the bottoa po-tio- ef this page and ZSZAJ^ ^ppl/ 
to all projects and need to be filled' but r.ccordinjlv and i-zaroKad. [■'aka this part oE 
your co-tinuation propoasil also. If you have cthe- sar-.-iias than the osas lisccsl plaase 
put thg- on the back of page IQ . 



n 
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^to you ^farch 7, 19 75. Mh.n propartag your pro?.,C .-niu.ioct plu... nt'r^n:. y. 

bu^igoc foCTs in th:i folloyinK sequence: ' - 

1. /OIC Foro 3 

2. Application for F^dar^l Assistance - ?^tw I 

3. Projacu Apprav^aL Incci^aiion - Part II 

4. , Budget tnSomation - Part XI ^ Iv 

G. Budgat Su^(iaC7 

A, ItSMiis^d Budge C 

note: ARC will only pay up to SO^ of ths Cotal iquiprisnt and Ilcangvi-ioas coitG 
ZQn of cha cose r^ust be paid vich local cash. 

Loaal Cash -» All local cash aust be proparLy dis-i-inwed. 



24 



EKLC 



17 



ERIC 



APPLlCATiON rCR FED3P:;iL AS5ISTAHCS 
(MCNCQSSTRUCTIQ.M PROGRAMS) - 

PART I 



s 



3, "^y^* 



12, C3<^f'*^J»e««»' Dls?*k? 
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PAHT ii 

PR0J2CT APPRCVAU iSr:i.^ATiC^^ 



r^gisnal, ©p a?n#f prlotify faring? 



Dst^ rni 5 QS 5i stent f reqytl! f^qu Ir^ clf^jFinfN§y|* (Arf^eh C 2n- n 

ravi^s^ in qccofdan^t with OMB Cir-ular A^95? 

■ ■ Ypi4 



D^^i QiSf sfQrfc^ faqutif f*qufr^ Srjr«, Iceal, N;rn^ Ass^^vi -j A^^ncy 

fjgisna! or aJn^r planning q^pf'fl'^^I? D^tw -_. - _ . 

V>g^ _ __ 



V/iii as^isfoi^c^ r^^qut^j^d 1^!"^^ □ Federal N^^r 3 s^^^:: > i f ^1 fipn_.____.__ 



VmU th^ assis^^fi-^ f^^qy^s?^^ o.T r^df^ol land N-fii# rs - 'n^t : , l^rion, 

- Vf^^ P?rf ^^f sr P'^.^r^ _____ 



Vm!) f^^ qssis^sn';^ f ^quti'^j Hflv^ en ir-pier ofbcf 3->^ U ^ld>lorz\ irbrr^r^l-ri f ? li- 

en iUt efTV»f3nf?itn^? r^vM-f, 
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PART III - nUUCllT IHFORUATIOH 



SSCTIOU A - UUDCIIT SUIiMAltY 







nitlm^il.J Uinbllgiiltil N..)l 


' H • * e f T! s » 1 , 1 iJ 
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Activity 


roJjrnl 
..... . l± 


Um<r,if,«\ 




Nd...|'i.|i»iiI 


. „ --Iji - . _ ... 
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.... . . ..CiL 
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h. riiM(ylVi1il'. 
ii.Mi . 






1 


s 


\ 


^ 




































p. Cc-n^.l'uCltC;i 


























. YmI 1 n. J f'l; IM*1**\ 












1. I Jli l Mill* I ^ _ J 
















s 


s 


5 


Mb, 

1 


• 








r 

i 


1 





SECTION C - HOfl-FI^DEKAL RuSOURCnS 










U) TOTALS 
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SKTIOND^FORECASTCDCASIIHECDS 
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SECTION u ^ BUDGET ESTIMATES OP FEDERAL FUHDS NEEDED FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJECT 


1'.. 


rufuf?r ruHiKNC rfinoui (yr/.f;*.» 


(1-1 MN',r 
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^ . . . 
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SECTION F-- 


OTMER BUDGET INFORMATIOil 

.g)d.ii^.id LImuH If fiscPiu;'*) 







PART IV PRCCRA/;, liARRATIVC (Aiiucli per instruction) 
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PART V 



Th4 Ap^KcanE h^fiby amjrw and ^irtMi-s that hs will ccmply .vhh ii» s:.*'^-H. C'ltdiiinff. srd rs^yiffmfn?i 



1. U poiMiS^ is^l 2Uuhofl"v to sppiy for th? gran!; that a 
rrs?lu:ion, rr.ovon or ^\m]\if action h^i bt^n duiy 
::M:pt^d or psy^ -jn o^^'ciii i^cw :h? applicant's 

i^^'ud^ng 3*1 'Jnri^rifandinjs and esujrarc^ contain^ 
th^f-fin, ind dl'^iSSing and guihoriiing ih^ p^r idinti- 
fiad as thf official reprji^ncjtjve of trif sppM^jnE to act 
in connection svith th# fppHcJ^loo nnd Id pfovidt such 
additional information as may require. " 

2. 1: v/;;i comply svith TiUi VI ths Civil Ri^^ts Act of 
1050. {PX. 83'332j and in sccordanc? vvnh Ti^ji VI or 
trnc Act, no persorj in thi United SratH shall, ori, chi 
C.^^und of r3?37 cal^r, or national Offgln, b# i.xeludid 
from pirtldpation in, dinifd thf bfn^nts or, or bt 
Q^hfr.'/f^ ^ubitcted dllcfrmfnaHon und^p any gro^ 
vTzm gr-|c^tvity forsvh'Gh th^ applicant rtcilvfi Pediral 
finjncial Dsslst^ncj 2nd vvill imfr^dlf^t^iy Uk# any m3a= 
syrn^ ntcmary to erff^tiiaSe this ogfffrf €n^. 

3. \i will comply with Tiela V! of tha Civil RighcJ Act of 
1S54 (42 use 20C0d) prohibiting ^frploymin! discrimi' 
nijion whsre (1) thf prim%r/ purpoH of a grant Is to 
pfO'/id? gmploymant or (2j dl^flm-^a'ran/ ^r^fplpymsnt 
pf3Cu:?s will ra^ui: In unfQual tf^un^^nf o^ o^r^ons who 
flf^ or shouid bin^f\th.a from th? grintoldri ^tivity. 



A-q-. in n^D (?.L. ObS^c) v.h;ch p^r^idi^ 

fo*^ fir tni \:z ^ *.'?rni^in^ o? ^-riOf^% disci li a 

h-. It w'it csr^^'v- v»i^ tnt provhioni of ihi Hatch Act 
svhich "mic ;h?;^ti':;cal icd*/ity of smployff^ 
I: wiU jsr^ply ,*i]in y^t rnjnwnum *<va94 ird ma^irnum 
hcurs proviilci^i 7J the Fidiral Fair L^bGr Standards 
Act, tnsv £-^'7 hcsaltDl and tduc3ticnaj Insthu* 
tion ffnplcy =H z^Z^'i hrd louel Qov^mmtnu. 

7. If v^iii nabii^ :^f?ct.ircj to prohibit ffrpioyi?^ fr^m 
UBing riflr p^k:.c:"5 fcr a purpose ^ai b or G'-^^ thi 
Eppaar^^c^ Qf if>3 motiv^tad by a c«iff for prlyscs 
p^in fcr t^i<r::*?;rt ^r cfhirs, pirtic^lafly tho^ svich 
Vihcm ^iy H^vt 'jf^ily, ivjiintts, cr oy^tr ti^ 

8. 1" SniH - j'sn-^r i^incy or tht Ccmperollff G^n- 
Brzt &r2uch tt^^ suthc'-^zsd rfpreMntativf thf scc*is t^ 
^nri ri^T "3 ^Ain\ni all records, cccic^^ p^pfrs, 

docijr^ffttl r?l5TH TO t^f jfnnt. 

9. it VfU\ corrp'y v*"tn a.\ requir^msntj Impo^^d by tht 
F^frs* ^f^r'~r icsncy concerning sp«til requlr^rnts 
of liv^, p:s:^2^ '5cg''?^fntJ, and Dthir ad/riinlst-ativ? 

i'A^nij-T.Bni ir.z S^^d|et Circular No, A^1D2. 
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AnnuaL 



Fringe B^nafiCS (Elaus) 



Cntegpry jLOtij 
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I ten 



'i;mv:;u 



n:^jLD fur 1 L.-u; 



I n *: .11 



TOTAL COST 



CATEGQ^IV: III 



Basis for 
Cost Estirnabe 
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. CATECO?sY: IV 



^. Basis for 

Cgst ^■s^:i^,n!;■■i 



TOm, COST 



CATEGORY! V 



TCem or 

Jatura of Service 



C0X3a.tA}it and COSmCT SE^IV:^ 



Basis for 
Cost EstimaCs 



Locel 
Funds 



^ line s 



Othfer 
Tunds 



Total 
Cost 



TOTAL COT: 
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hvpotuetlcal proposal roa cooriDT:;AT -d f:r),!P^;Ht::s:vx caill^, v^y--- uv- r^ji^ 

HOMES, OUTn£.\CH £ milLV Pl/c;NI:;G rnOG'lA:'! 



1. i>: r?'ODjCT inM: ?:!!:ed as3ess:-!e:;t- . 

This prj^ram has b^an in op^raticn fa- 7'^ :\::n:rH. Tii^ prograa wt.i,:^-- in 
ordsr tQ^mS'Si the gra;;in3 damand cor sarvi-as ni: ^^h^nflsa prgvi-^sd In chlj rural 

following lacU.oE servicas was noticcid: 

1. Many tht uslfara rficipieriLS could nn-; li-^k fyr jobi ^ua cha can- 
straints of childresr inj . 

2. Mnny iiiothera la □iddla incama £rurili%s w^ra int?rc2s:^-d r^^MirnLa^ to 
but vancad n\ora C>ian a biibysit tinvr servient fur ^niir children. :hay aKproHf^d a " 
desira for preschool laarning e^perlDncias . 

3. Saapl2 IQ teatini was done on tha prssehoclsrs of welfare and ruddle inco' 
fariilies which showed a slowtr learning procs33 of iha wtlfara childcati ^/han com- 
pared CD the middle Inco-t fauillies. 

4. Faniilies in bo^h the walfare and middlt in:o:;s brackats expr^ssad a desir 
for mort inforaatiori regarding oth^r services in ^ha sraa especially information 
concerning birth control and ho^^ to obcain birth control methods. 

5* Hothsrs g£ lafanCs and toddlers ei^prassad e dasira to racurn to worl: buC 
t/anted a foaily-type learning ertpsrlence for their children. 

Baaed upon tbaae results, a progrsa was gstablish^d cousisting oc four 7z^\a 
ccriponents: 

1- A day care canter for childron 3-5 ysars cf age. 

2. Five fartily day care homes for children a^as 3 tnonths to 3 years ot aga. 

3. An outreach infomation and ri^ferral servi^s. 

4. A fanily planning clinic. 

IX. GOALS AND ODJECirVES FOR FIRST YEAR 0?£^MIO:: 

First year's. goals ^nd objectlvas for aach cirponant and hov they huv^ b^&n 
or are being met. (Note: since ons or two cornponants of this progrM a totally 
funded ARC project, only 4 goals and objectivis each cQmpansnt will ba usad as 

evarplasO 

A-1 DAY CAilE Slnca a planning gran^ h^i pre^/lously ba^n av/:2rdad to 

assist in finding a lociition for the center, stiif hlrini nnd triinin:; Co obtain 
licsnsing, cha center was raady for op^r^tion by July 1, 1974. The ^n^U and ob- 
Jcctivas, tharaforej concerned the af^tual oparati:):. -^f ^ha ccntcrr. 

1. ) To racrult 20 XV-^A ell-ihltj chlldr!.- And 10 fpci p^-yi-- clilldran 
for th'i c^^nter. This v/.iS accompl Lsha J thrc.j^h f.:: vuru u-iin , utLiU:ntion oe 

tha nieds asSRssirsnt InLornatin^i by ou.r cutr^r. ih wurkQrs :.nn d^or cu d^K- r can- 
vas^inj; by cha outro^nh wDrkers. The C2n:aT \:< n lilL^^d by /u^ust LO, i?74, 
Soz2 jMirents in tha ^^orirnunity c^:prG3:^jad 2 dusliti-j for |-roup ccy tr^i^e'- 
quantly-^- 

2. ) '/orkshop^ cgiKiernlnj day car^ iu^u anoti^ '-71 * ' tKuid 
once a ^/ectk during Jtily find August a^ di: i^r^jr.: I^^^^l Lnnn u'^tc :;:hv L Lh-'! 
county. An iitticudLnal quo« "ionn ^iro ^/^s r ^"ju r .n] barorv ;.::<:=r ch^ 
workniioj). Fc^rty-fu;:? per cont of zhuti" /"-^-i '"ho v^re ^ :^^:v;: d =y mr^ 
kQtovQ tha v/orkanf>p c!ian-:ed ch'^ir ::pi;::;n ^.":cr v- U^^-rnL"^ ^»*v!. 
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3.) The cescir.t; of ca^h chili .5nr-.il:i in tha coat^.:-: ;l esc-i^--'- - 
davelopnsncal basa^ln^i to halp in th-i- is: -l: lishr.an:: au.I/ar ■ jst-^r.t "'j: " 
curricula. This '..■as din^ throug'i r: zh-t Ujr.vir D = . "r;-,3g.i 

case rasults « curriculur,!'-..-r.-5 •iji:a;:.i£r.L.l hnvin- a d-vs: : :r-,*n-.-ll i^iacc 
pailosophv it$ bssa. Xha Chao-lij, u-^c in j-l Ktij Lishinj = ' carjls.ii— 
t.'ara: 

p.) cognicivft 
b) respansa-anvironnent 
' c) loarning 
d) bahavior EodiEicatloa 

h.) To ajsaaa tha d-valop-in p-;^rii3 of o^di chll-! ^hrouiihwu; his/hai 
day CS.VQ 6;:parisnu». This ia ncro-pl is^%c -.y coMpaLlsun CG-jtln* oC tna bahav- 
ioral objactives daslinad for tha children and accual Icarnsd rasponsss. 

FAHILY DAY CAHE HQIES. Through the neads assessmenC, fiva ar^as thrauah- 
ouc tna county wera considacad as ideal locaslQr.s for da/ core ho~as £ot infants 
and toddlers. Ths pLannini grant allowad for rsiraicr.ent and crai-lns ths' ' 
day care homa mothars, charsby allowing che hc^es Co begin operation on Julv 1 
1974. " ' ' 

1. ) To have four children enrollad in each haT.a. As a result oE che 
naads assassman:^ ten children vers enrollai in ths homss imsdiacsl/ upon 
the biginriing oE oparacion. The rsTiairLins ten children were finally enrolled 
afcer Chrea months of rc-crultmant by cha outreach workers. 

2. ) Continuation of child deveiop^int education for Chs day csre homa\ 
mothers. ^Four-hour vorUshops are held avtry other SnturdGy -^t tha day cnrs 
center. ihe topics covarGd are based upDn "ha nseds eKpressad through quss- 
tionnaircs or varbally by the d^y care hir:% -others, Th- ^rrDrUshops are man- 
datory; chGrafora, financial reimburse-zsnt for time spent wns considered 
appropriate* 

3. ) A devilopn\sntal evaluation all infants and toddlers in order to 
establish chair baselins motor and cognicivs skills to assis; in the d^velop-^ 
nent of training criteria for the dny care homa mothers. This was acconiplished 
through tha usa o£ the Bayley Devslopqen^sl and Cattell tcsti-j instrurnents. 
The resulrs ware corr'Olacid and correspondirii iGernlng areas incorporated into 
the workshops for the "others. 

4. ) A daily interacuion becwesn tha diy -.nre home mothsr and th^a pnran-:, 
discussing tha bahai^icr of the child tha; day and irhat Lh^^ child hns learned/ 
Thrcu^^h weakly visits by the social vrc^rhir ^ri^h thu day caru hssa rrioth-rs and 
bi-wnekiy vislcs with tha pVirents this fr^^-itn^:y of intf-rnctL:n can be In^urad. 
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:.'u;r.b3r of clasjrooms/csncar : 



Pia?,a3 provida r.a wich a daily 
r.chadule : 


j-.oaas :ri.vi;a w:& vri-Ch s. daiiv 
sjhsduls: 


S-9 Arrival h frea plav 
9-9:15 Snack 
9:15-9:30 Grou? tLms 
9:30-10:lS Ssructured play 


• 



Curriculum^ KouLd you classify your 
program as: 

Piagetian: 



Traditional: 



Bahavioral Analysis: 

Koatassori: 

0:hsr : 



Cpleass spaciry) 



Daffina objactivas of educational pxogtkz 
in behavioral tarms: 

0-lS mos: Infant to ba capable Co 
fa^d sail 

lar£;e muscle coordination - 
cliobing up ladder 



yellow 

tnilGt crninod 
one nQp/flay 

ending nt childii?;a tajl 
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Curriculum: Kould you classtfy your 
prograin as: 



Piagatlan: 
TradiCicnal: 



lihavicrEl Anslysis 
Mjntessari: _____ 
Cchar: 



Cplfrasa opacify) 



Eifint irjscsivas oE educational prograin 
in bauivioral tarns: 

C-13 ^-s: infant to ba caoable to 
f^tfd salS 

l^rjc mus^la coordination - 
ciir-bin^ up iaddar 

four blocks on top oE 
aA.:h othar 

r.?3^: kn^^/ colors^-Tid , blue, 
y:;ilow 

Coiic't trninad 

5"^zk S cl; -ki on Liup 

3-: kno-; nu:nb:.r?, I-^TC 



1974 



tU- followin^/claiiy ucfcl^atiai 



Outdoor piny ______ 

Frea pl;iy % 



Transitions 



Mutricion- Include sample manu- 

ChlldrsfL served/day _____ 

VHio does cookings csntralizad 
kitchen Or nob 

t?ach#r_ 
^-Aio does Che sarvlng child 



trnat aga av^ infants put oa 
Cable foods 



l^uttLzioni Include sampls nenu; 
Ch.Lliran sarvsd/day ______ 



dcss coaklngr centr?ili^ed 
kicchen or not _ 



vrho do23 the acirvins child 

vri:£t arc InEants put: oa 

table fody 



S. OtJiREACH I^tFOR^lA^ro:: AMD RE?::R?^.L SIRVICZ. Ag^Jn with thv! aid of thd 
planning grant, tha CDur ouLraach workers :;ara ri^-ruir^d and trnln^i prinr ld the 
July 1 start-^up. 

1.) To inform parents o£ e::iswCinw services fc-r theinselv^s and thcuLr 
prasehoDi child. Through the usn cUily lc|5 the total nunber of namiliss 
visitai and types of i-:orrintion s-'urh^ cin ba dis-^-rned- In 7';; -oaths opar-' 
ntion, 1,0^2 fandUi:^ hnw-j^ baen vj^;::-:!. Ih- r:^-- :rcqu^nt]y iiih^d quu^-i^n^ 
ara: 
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a) Can yo:i tail abgu: 



20 



iis-:jd::-i by th2 r^rily. Fresiiiitly t:! 



3. ) To corj'-u ijia^^ 



flupli cat i';;. of crfffirt. 'Jh^ca .:; 
r-r^tnr-y Vvj' .'i';; ,tnt:a t ; \ nrc^^,. r 



: /^^v twM a:a^ \ 
fit t;^, ■ r 



1 jn, t:h = 
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,a-^ ' : ic: 



e:=:ists ^nJ can b# aii^inacsd. 



AO To provlda foUu^^-up cs3-# :h^- havci bsta rsiarr-*:: tniura 

Chat s-iirvlco hms hiiri renderc:i= C: fft-IIUrf visit^i:, 5:.i^iv^" 

been rc:viytct^d a: lanat ^once,^ 0: ' " ^ ' 
the ag»ncy rsf^rrad. 



(thia naction fipplies only to Ingomg-I-n ^ ra:^rr:H? ) 



1974 



casss fuT all 



Caseload : 

Tccal ___ 
counties £i casewgrksrs 

County CasavQgkar 

Counuy _____ 

Countiy _____ 

County _____ 



Casewo rksc 
Cassiv^orker 



Total: 



J-575 (Pro j ^^-H fl-iri.s) 



cL&u^B for all 



C^un^ y Cassworkgr 

County C aseworkar 

County C astwofkar 

County Casa^-rorkar 



KsTne visits: 
Total: 



Per county ^ 


Per county: 


Per casaworkar: 


Par casr./orkar: 


Per mo nth: 


Par nonth^ 






Children scraansd: 
Total: 


! 


Childran scraaned* 
Total: 


Par county^ 


1 
j 


Per cjiLTi^yi 


Far casa worker: 


i 


?-2T ^ns^v/orhar: 


Par inoiUh: 


i 


Par r^:i:h: 



44 

ERIC 



Children Ry-aic ro^nfed ^ 
Total: 



ChiXdraa dsiaciad as abnDr^al: 
' "otal: _____ 
Par cmintyt 



Hcf errals: 

Tocal: 



Hadlcal: 



Pediatric : 
Vision: _ 
Spaech- 
Kaaring: 



Orthopadic! 



Neurological 
Psychological: 
Public Hsalch: 
Day Kurjify; 



Total: 



Madlcn:i 
D&ntn I. : 



Vis ion : ^ 
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/ 



/ 



\ 



\ 



\ 



\ 



\ 



Orthopedic: 



Psycholosical; 
Public Health: 
Day KuriiGry: 



Follow-up J : 



I y 



/ 



/ 



C, TjmVi iU^r^G clinic. Tha naeds ss353s-;snc Qsrnblishad a definite clastrf 
or .this typa of strvlna. the planning grant snabltd the dtteccor cd losaKa a fiiaii- 
icy and rserult a physician, nurse and aids. Appro;riaua training was ilso gi^^n 
d-jrinj this planning stags. Conaequsntly , tha progri^ batan operation July 1, 1974, 
Thara was and scill is opposition from cartain reliji'-us groups but it has not af- 
feaced prograni oparations. 

10 Incraasa accass to farnily piannins ssrvlc^s for thosi paopla for 
yhom thisa sarvices wtra not availabla in tha 743 1. Tha estnblishmsnt of 
the clinic plus tha 250 referrals from tht outrtach -rorktrs has aidad in ac- 
complishing this goal* 

20 ^ To establish a pra^nanuy and c?^n5%linj campfjnant Co niJG in- 

dividuals in £a:niLy plaaning niatccfs. Tht nurir has had si:: waaks in^arvica 
training raj^ardin^ fantily planning Cachniqaas. and vnfious p3ychglo;cical 

probl%-3 cucountarud with utili-aCiDn oi dtffar^n: birch contr:! mauhoJsl 
Vach cha acsistancs of th^ physlciaa a ci-jnsilinv: pr-f:ran: has iaan autubliah^d 
with 150 p^ir^on^ havin:; taksn advanta^i of ii? ^tjrvlici. 

BO Co^-:unLty aviransss Oi! Cha sarvici? :ifcrni. Thiy b^aa acicor^p^ 

iishad thtrDupli uec^kly ccriniunity sorvLcs adi :r. riiis And T.V, -lis v:o;Uhly ar- 
ticles in trie iQcal v'lp^c, nonthly tnl':\^ l-:r.: ^ani-at Ion -nd Uwlilifi- 
tion cif outraach worknir^* 
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4.) To provid.ji 5.ir.i.lv ,pi,.r,-.i- s-.irvi;;i3 ' .v'/J paoo^^i ^. ... . 
year of operation. T. dacy 300 L;^:!ivLdu^:D hv.- -1 '-Za'"^:^ V^i 



Cgun^y 
. ^ County: 
CounCy ; 



♦ 

I CasaL : Xutal i - 

i Couacy: 

; Coiincy: 

. Coimtiy: 



Counseling : 

Referral: 

HadiSal: 



No. of clinics: 

Family Plunnins E£uc. 
V, Scresnlng 
V. D. Trentmsnj: 



D. This s€-c"lon a^?ligs tg all projsc^ s. 71 11 o^:; ^.ccordinvl" 



Psychological Smwic-^s: 
vH^D doas it: Kanie: 



1975 



Dsgres: 



Who doQS iw : KatT^e: 



vrhat is tha purpOiSa 



How ^^5 rt-n : 
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197^ 



^wio do23 it* 



Hoy often: 



Khat is th# purposf 



Dental Sarvicts: 



. Dsgrea: 
Hiiv often: 



Vrhac Is thi purpose 



Speech .atid Hiaring Ser/icas 
doas i^: 



iiama : 



Dsgrea: 



^at is the purpose 



vrhg coaj it: 



Dsgrae: 



vrnat is tha purpose 



irho doas it: 
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c. rssis. m poUcv .na fund r.U.i.,.^ ru- 'r. I i li:;:!'* 

r.:.cu^s have n-t.d .>,0-5 or 1;; o£ th, ?f>^:,,. ,-.,..u.^Uv ..h-^:;-i-, 

iVd:.-.2S ara b-ns avplor^id tha ;::,ii;hiirh: Act. ' ""-^-'^ 

An inteirnaL and £;.<cornal concic^uous &val -<.-ic- j= ■■-^ n-c---^'- w .. . 
li.h.a Th. ...luaa.n .ri..rU and qu...^.nnair.. .hli.;. rra^^^V:;.;-': .^-rr 
oris.nnl proposal s-U in usa, aUhru.h en. of ,,ul. for "h^rvJ^"-.":; 

r^zma taa avAluatianal instru=..nC. According =vIlu^£lor..l "^t.;;!: 

prosr.. hn« .ho,^ po.tav. s = r4d.s In .r.^^ .f i: : .r..::^." " dUb^::::' • 
rM:r^-r£ls, coord uiation of suf-icm yith . h-.-^i, = -'-f- -'■ 

0. pr.seHool.r., inf.. = s .nd toodlors. l^n^^rl^^in^^^ 

iLy ^npacE, local share and insarvice training. '-J.-.u.. 

In carsis of prograa manasaaanc, it should no;ed thee sevarsl nosic^a-s 
(. social strvica cooidinator, 1 educational cooriin^tcr, and 1 £a:.ny 6.iaal^ ' 
coordinator) nav^ baan elir^inaced on th. na. b--r. This was due to cr^ = - 

tion sno^^as tnat chass positions caused an ov.rs.aftins =attarn. Acco^^ir^;" 

"1"'^"''°"' ? -dninistration, although th.r. a.. .Inor areas of dl^i^j.oLn. 
^.^.h poUcy, overall tney a-a comfortnble with ad=ini£trnttva decisions. " - "'""^ 

1^'- cuaa;::T proposal coals n o BJECTrvF;^ 

The project for the co~ing year i/ill- 

A. Maintain 20 IV-X alisible and 10 fca -ayinj children. 

■ B. Concir.uQ tescing each child. 

C. Mnintain the 2D children In the faniily day c-rci honu^s . 

D. Continue tha 4 hour workshops evorv oth^r SaturcEy. 

E. Have the outreach workars vicit 1700 fc-ilisa in 12 months. 
r. Cnncinue bi-wsekly naatinga batu^sn e^in-y rii^ riri^ntativas. 
G. Concin'ii follow-up of all fttrallioi vii-i d . 

ii. Hav.s t;:n famiiv pUnnlng cUnlc ;c j -.iw -ii-^-; in n ::.D.iths. 

X. Pro'/Ldn counjaUr^ fci- sC lanyt Zm tlrv-:. - :'-^ ^ir;- ^b-- ^ -'i.. -,1.,..,.., 
clir.ic, ' " ■ " ' ■— ' ■ 

J. Cniitiu'JS ch;; -..'jhl" raibUc; aar'.'ici n :■ =, ^ 'j^ \- ^; , ., 

f.rLUi iS in Lhc; Iticil ;jn 'r. ■- ■ ^.^ 
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Lho evaluacion ha>j shown stv^ral araas for chi^ia: {Nata: = again, iuif Co .,th^ . 
5!i"a of this n^dil prosrom only two coatlnuati-- will bs ubsU ^:.:an?{^s j 

1. Mora fi-phasls oa gaining coniriunity su;;::r; -m^z bt givan, Ihis will ob 
aecon:plish^d by: 

A. During tht Eirsc chrae non^hs of ^hi T.k\! prajscC year thirty con^un4.t% 
servina ads will be shoim ovar tha lo-aX I/r. s Titian. 

B. ^ Ac least two coMujiidy orsatiizatisns ^ar ironth ^rlll bt approached 
for a talk on this subject, 

C. The C.A.C. will becomt mors invDlvf-d In co-:nunity awarsnesa through 
participation in tha annual granga fair, funi raising drivas aad having at"^ 
leait one consuaar accompany the director on sich spaaking enstsesant, 

D. Over the new Eundin| year, at least tvo inf ormationai articles per 
month will be placed in the local nawspapt-. 

2. Jtfians for project finacicial self-sufficiency oust be eKplorad and e:<pandad. 
This will be accosplishad byi 

A* The C. A, C.Will have at least four £ucd raising drivss this fiscal 
_ year with one of these balng a big naaa group baneflt show. Tnis should 
attract people froa cha neighboring counties. 

Utllizacion of the Neighborhood Ajsistarica Act. A SOl(c) (3) certi-- 
ficace was just obtained and a proposal for 575^000 is in the process of 
being written. 

Industries contacted for cQntribucions are^ 

1) Ksdstrarn - commitment of $5,000 

2) Bathlahe^ Streel - coraitmeat of 510,000 

3) Laedon^s Kug Hfg. - conmitcMC cS 52,000 

4) Johnnli^s Fish Cannery - co^nitne^t of $1,500» 

Verbal contributions are presently bitng obtained fro^ ocher sources. 
Letcers of cominitmant have bean obtaicid on the above. A copy of all 
letters of coLmiCinent will bt sent to ysu in two months or upon comple- 
tion of cha solicitation drive^ whichiYer ccsas first* 

State Act 54 will provide S12,OC0 local match. Title KIX screan- 
ings will produce $10,200 fees for lo«al fhsr^^ to be used this year. Tha 
EPSDI screanings have already baen es^ablishad for the ysar that will 
guarantee this figure, 

V. C0KCLU5I0N 

As can be seen, the overall project has biir, partially accGpt^d by the com- 
T.-unity and its component parts are in operation, I; is hoped that chrough tlie 
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evaluation procc^uy and ch- wor!.; of tha C..'...C. z-- -.^oi-H- - r- 

txva quality _..rWc. in a c..t-.f f ..tiv. ...an.r:"' V^.: ::::4':\::-::':^f' 

uui hsip in its effort to provide qaaiirv -^"-v"^^ 
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The number 7 exhibit is a schsmafcic of an exp<^rim«ntal flo-v 

IVh^J 1^ J ^""^ °* questions we have about children 

Tl^^^ lir.,ir,lTt^.l ^^t^r^] evaluation tool ' 

(o™ of structured free play. Once this was ascertalSid aS 
bra^SeJreH^i.Tr developed. This evaluation ?io? wia?s to 
oe a very effective device when used in a dav care spttinff fr^y 
preschoolers CseeTlene. 1972). Some ehanges SlSld le neLssary 
If It were to be used with infants and toddlers. cessary 

atofrff ihi^^ ^l/^^^ following: the teacher or the evalu^ 

w?th °f social interaction of one child 

^\ith his peers and his teachers. Also, the amount of tine actu- 
ally engaged in particular activity areas and with particular 
to,a (objects). It also gives us a measure for transitional 
ti^.es and the relationship of the amount of movement to language 
production and social Interactions. Adngudte 

for^D^Lchnir^^f ' - " °' standardised 

for pieschool day care programs. Again, if there are anv ques- 

tt^t regarciins this form or any of the other forms, plekse don't 
hesitate to call me at (717) 783=1921 ujn v 
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■ Exhibit 3 
Back up Letters 



Deax 



Thii lattar rsgarda tha oomplUng of sugary .tatiatica accoafling 
to oui con'^^ffsation during tha Site P^viaw Team (SET) Vialt. 1 apo<« 
with your Classroom SuE>6r-/igor aboat compiling statiotica from yoar 
"Child Devalo^ant Evamtion" form. Only on thoae items circled, pleage 
aupoly ma with total £ig«rea on theie categories by ag«. ^^^o, al^g 
Slh tooaa flg^ireg, could you pleaaa supply me with tha following total 
figures across all canters and horaeas 

Total F-nrolliaen t Family Day Care ltom«s_ _ , 

Croup Day Care Centers^ 



Aga Braakdown 



0-15 



15 - 36_ 
36 + _ 



Waiting List 



0-15 



15 - 3S_ 
36 + 



Iluate 



er 0£ refarrala madei whcm_ 



number 



V/hera rsfarrala wora madai 



liovf a^y elianta are engaged in teeatanfint prograaisi 



I 



In doing any evaluation of a projact, it is always mcmna^y to ob- 
tain some Bmrnajpj afcatistiGs, Itie s^ova atatlstles are a crlbleal com- 
ponent of our daveloping an ovajrall system for thm Stata ARC pjfojeGt^- 

If you have any questionSr pleage don't haaitate to cali me at 



Sincerely « 
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Exhibit 4 
Flow Sheets 



Sncld^^ pl^MA find tiie flaw-^h(3«t talked about at ©ur last 
nia^U.ncj that I was goLn^ to develop Eor you, rha for^ is d^v^lop^a acMrd-^ 
Ing to tiia M^dn that I ass^sssd during sur SPJ visit. Of couraa/ tha form 
itstlf i^ay need ravlalDn pnco you try to ^p?ly it to your progr^^, TtiLa 
ia BceiathiDg that you ^jiri only a^sasa* Pleaje not hesitate ts ^11 
if t-iajra ar^ any problasig* 

Pleaao Mto fora for nu^erisgi 

!• Bmttm hero tho Initial date that contart io mada ancl the pat-- 
lont beconaa part of th« case load. 

2. Ciliia'p aga I « Infant (0-15), T • ^loddlor {IS - 3S) ^ 
P « Pr^achoolar (37 +) 

3* Small (p) indi cates prOTatura laJant , 

4, Thia [x) ^aan.^ a referral was made to a medical unit, 

5. This (x) m@aM treatoest of thia particular p^tiont Kas begmi* 

S. thia {%) raaena traataant af thia particalar patient has 
taraiiiatad. 

7* Entar haxm the tsraination date wh^c all r©fcrral3# vlait-i and 
tr^toenfcs ara COTipl«ted on this particular patioct e.g* Jaa^y Majtia, 
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Tho Qthiar ^avantag© of this e©m b^^aidea tho fact that It rneofda 
patiMta on an iiiJlviduaJL baaia — ia the f^ct tjiat ^roup data can ba 
obtaiaHa ab iiny poinb by" just addiiig do^n tha colW4na, {D4^ bafctcLi of 

In ma)Lis(| the Tartar ly raj^fft^ to tori adTlaory bo^irtti and to avoid 
mvf Dvgrlap of data aerosa the quiLrtora, color--cod^ tlio data — ^*a- 
first qu«t^r " radj second qiLi^tor ~ bluo; thl£'^ ~ gro^ni and fourth 
quartan ™ oraagia* You 'ifant to sake siirQi you ars Mt rancrtlwj tha 
jataULsties rmru than ©nee to the advisory b«^d* 

hj^n^ if you encoimtsr any problama pleaj^ don- t hesitata ta 



ainaoraly^ 
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The last attachsant Is indic--.M'„^ - ■ \ 
obcalnins throuih our avalu.JL. ^'^r^V' ^''"^^ °' ^'-tiscics thnt we ^ 
the maan (K) uaic cost far all our e-^' '^"^ Sraph tells us A 

us the deviation of each pro-arLfi'.- P- = S"^- is $3731.13. it also tX 

putting this is, if tba prog^al^^^e'^? «!e?' °' ' ^'^S^.. Aether wa/ok 
one ean see. this is ^..ctly what hap^rnJd^^i^h t """''^ ""'""^ 16: ^^% 
e«;. ? ""f" providing tha ssrJl^-fas s^J^^ P^oj J"s-=Ed-Med and Fulton^ ' 
cost skyrocketed and btcaae prohibici^efv ^" '^^^^ PMposal. Their unit 

s^dejably to e ^san (X) of $2935.36 THi-1s !" P"Jects drops oon- 

ti.ying probable probl« areas. " effective device to use in idsn- ' 

With the system that u= a-= r' „aT - ■ 
any and all of the foUowin; tf;^. ^ ^^"^^ " ^"i' will bt able to obtain 

Sex of children sar^ed by all Q.^ 
Race of children served by .^11 o"a 
Numbsr of children la group vs ft-n , 
according to background, race, Lx ^nd ioW "^°ss all O.A. 's 

Total number of centers in aulV°' h"^^ 
loany are faniily day care haa-s ^' a" group centers. How 

^ - 0... 

we li .Ble to £i„a out how Ly-p-:„-;.^;,3 are: 



Plagetian 
Xradiclonal 
Behavioral Analysla 



P... S'eLn^y!' ^''^ ^hild..n ar. spending the better^ 

. . ="^-^^sn gttcing outdoors daily? 

With ..■.niornatioti and referral n-rnisr.*.- - l 
ing data. =cerral projec.. we will be abla to obtain the follow- 



Cass loads f^ar 0^^^^^^^^'^^-^^* 

^ ^ ^ , ^ - ^sse^jr...9r; par county 

Total nu^.-mr of casss 
Number of horns visits 
Nunbsr of homm visits/county 
Nuaber of hopt visitsZ-orith 

yuriber of homa vlsits/casaworv^ 
Vmaro all the raferrals are being ^ad. 

Are they medical? 

Are they denCal? 

Are they psychological? 
How nany patients are receiving traataen 
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Vlh&re are they recerlving the treatment? 

*■ 

Is it medical? 

Is it detitaL? etc. . * 

Above are only a saEple of the type of retrleyabla data chat can be drawn 
froa the evaluacloti systta we are presently davBloping.. 
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CHAPTtiR 2 

Thiortticil Foundation and RiSisrch Backing 
Obviously^ EMIS did not divelop ovtr night* It Is the risult of fivi years of 
rtseirch into tht tcology of tha child* IVhat followi is an iKplanation of how EMIS 
avolved and why it tvolvid and tht teiearch and data Itading up to it's creation* 

What I would like to do hire li work backv/ards, bt-ginnlng with my most recent 
sunimary of my work and rtiearch and then movt in time to my privlous rtstarch. 

I initially got involved in this phenomina called ecological resiarch and evaluation 
whan I did an initial survey of diy care needi in Suffolk Countyj Long liland, N#Y, 
This wai done with the single purpose of Idontifyirg what centers could be uitd as 
poiiibli research sites, Thass data wire collected and with them cirtain other obsir* 
vatLons were made. In all prograiTis I obstrveds either a Plagetianf Montessorlan^ or 
Bereiter--Eng leman approach^ there wis a cartain commonalityi i.e. the teicher-child 
intaraction* I don-t care how much i director told me how closely he followed a par^ 
ticular thioryp in all casasj bard nQne--the taacher-^child interaction was the critiQal 
variable for all program succesSi 

I then observed in some of the better progrtiTis in the cdjntry^ which suppoiadly 
adhered to one of the above mentioned theories, ^ain I obierved the eame commonality 
across all centerSf with regard to tha teacher-child interactiont 

I, therefore, set a goal for mysalf of looking at this adult-child intertetion 
a little more scientifically* I engagid upon a strategy I called Individualized 
Instruction^ which is actually a misnomer and should be called an teological orient- 
ation to QUTficulum development. However^ the above titli appears in some of my pub- 
lished articles (Fiene* 1972| 1973) and unpublished (Fienej 1971). The purpose of the 
tpproawh was to look at the child-adult intsractioni what was going on there? The I. I. P. 
approach I felt was the best way to look at this* I began with preschoolers (3-^5) at 
a Long Island school and started to find some very interesting things about their 
interactions, I then smtched my attention to a demonstration center using my tech- 
nlques and found a problem using my criteria for adult-child Interaction when it involvid 
Integrating toddlers into a prtschool progrimi It was then decided to look at this 
probltm cloitr In diiigning an 1,1 *P, for toddltTS. As fir as I know this was tht 
J^^lTBt attempt at such an approach* S^-^ 
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At this point, two pilot studies wert conducted to look at the total 
interiction that was occurring in thi rispectlvt centers* T^ase two 
studies used an ecological approich as my curricula^ emphasis did above* 
These two pilot studies were then used to form a thesis around the necess- 
ity of linguage production as an important indicator of child growth in 
a day care setting, Wiat was the nature of the verbalization produced 
by the children and how was this influenced by the verbal Interiction 
with adults? This experiment w^s conducted in three various settings to 
measure this theslss group day care^ family day ctrej and in the home. 
Definite differences were found and it appeared that the necessary 
flrtt steps for quantifying the ecological environment of young children 
had begun* I then took my approach to a larger scale, % ecological 
experience began to become more and more scientific. One looked at the 
evaluations of such interaction frsm 0-4 years of agt both verbally and 
socially* Another compai^aJ /erbai interactions between adults and children 
in an experimental and naturalistic situation* And one looked at the effect 
of group size on verbal and social Interaction* And a pilot study observ- 
ation was dona to look at the interaction of objects-adults and peers on 
the child* This needs follow-up at this point. 

All of thise studies are obtaining vital information on the child in 
his own day care. environment-«how he Interacts verbally and socially and 
what affects this interaction* Now let me turn to some of these studies 
specifically, What follows is a summary of all my ecological research to 
date, 

I would like to report on some exj^erlments that I have completed in 
the child care field of a naturaliatln format. The studies Involve the 
effect of group size on languaya production^ the evdiutioh of the peer ' 
group regarding its language and social adjustments* some comments on 
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adult, child, and pety^ talk in day Girei thf effect of grojp sige 
and objict 'placemtnt on Intersctional patterns of adults and toddlirsi snd 
f _ the relationship bitwtgn lir^uagi and movimint in day cart. 

I would also like to share some thoughts about group size, horizontil 
and vtrtical grouping and intervention strattgiis. 

Let me begin with i study which compared children's interactions and 
competencies in experimental and naturalistic conditions* I had always 
felt that when we experimented with children in laboratories it was very 
different from experlmentir^ with children in their natural ecology. In 
analyzing protocols of children's speech in an experimental condition, 
I was finding that the speech patterns and sophistication of language 
was very different from what I observed in their everyday environments* 
I, therefore, had the children observed in their naturalistic nursery 
school environment. On initial analysis of the data, differences sign^ 
ificant at the p<*05 level were found regarding sophistication of verbal- 
izations produced* With the experimental situation, we found the child 
producing many more simple sentences, more of a restrlctid code. But 
place this child back in his everyday setting, and we find him producing 
many more complex verbalizations* Wiat is found in the laboratory 
cannot be generalized to everyday life of a ch5,ldi (Fieni, 1974) We need 
to find out more of what is happening day in and day out for these kids 
and not isolated events that the children never have been in before and 
probably never will be in again, (See Graph #3 ) In other words, we need 
to explore the child's day care ecology* We must use to our best advantage 
the natural setting in which a child finds himself or herself. Let's 
analyze more closely what actually exists out there now, 

Thii discussion will revolve arojnu a few themes, one, being the 
Sitting the child finds hlmstlf inf two, the effect of movement on language 
production} three, the influence of the pter group. The latter theme 
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grew out of my observations fmn the Infint Cire Program at the University 
of North Carolina and the Child Development Center it the State University 
of New York at Stony. Brc ^kt Having obsirvid children in groups ovtr tx- 
tended periods of time, their interictlonal pitttrns were not of the 
typical group variety, ^esi Ghildren were ipending the first four 
years of their life in i day care environment within the same group of 
children. They were more like siblingsi very clinish. In fiat they 
were so closely knit^ it wai difficult for adults to keep control of 
the classroom (more of this litter), 1 feel that this is one of the most 
underresearched areae of conctrn^ that of the peer group. We must look at 
the Influence of the peer group on its men±)ers in more detail. They are 
learning from each other! (Sea Gr^ph #2), Children in the language domain 
are learning most of their speech from adults up to about two years of age 
in i day care setting. After that pointy the children are learning as 
much language from thtir peers as from adults, 

I have data (Flane, 1975a) which seems to indicate that children 
spend most of their eirly years (Zi) talking with adults in basically 
simple sentences. There Is a transition time at about three to four years 
of age where the childrin are engaging in as many simple as complex sen- 
tence structures* FroJi about four and a half years and abovet two things 
happen I children use predominantly more complex sentence structures and 
engage in mora conversations with their petrs than with adults. Maybe 
a possible source cf Intervention is through the use of the pfier group 
with vertical grouping^ something the British Infant Schools have been 
do^ng for quite some time rather successfully. In fact^ the "Little Red 
Schoolhouse" used this concept for so many years before the experts caxne 
along and wanted to tr/ something dif f erent^horlzontal grouping, and this 
was regarded as a great mllestoni to handle the large influx of children 
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into canttr city schools* Wa know whert this ooncept has gone* 

WiBt happens when we increase group Bite in a cliisroofn and how 
do we handle increases? As we Incrtaie group size, keeping th© ratio 
of staff /children the saine, communication nats break down. But in what 
fashion? From t study done by this author (1975b), data indicates that coiro- 
unicatlon brialci down betwten adults^ adults cortOTunicating with children^iind 
children with adults. But pttr talk doash*t bi^ii^k 'own* No differences 
were found in peer talk ss grojp size was Increiised. So it isn't the kids 
who are affacted but the adtJlts, But how can we help the adults to handle 
this more easily? One way is to maintain a man to min.^defense with rBtios 
le^^i than*5-l^ a zone defense from 5-1 to 10-ly and back to a man to man 
defanse with a 10^-1+ ratio* (By zona dafensa I mean assigning adults to 
activity areas* Man to man refers to assigning adults to particular groups 
of children* ) 

TOiat effect does amngement of activity areis have on adult^child 
interaction? In a pilot study^ (Fiena^ 1974) activity areas were either 
present or not with tht introduction of additional children to a ona^to^one 
design* With activity areas praientj the Introduction of children did not 
affect adult-to-chlld intertctions greatly. However, introduction of add- 
itional children within a cla;v it.iot without activity areas greatly 
affectad the edult^to-chlld interactions* ITili experiment was ^onductid 
rAth 12-18 months old Ss, (See Graph #1) 

The last study I would like to describe (Flenap 1975c) insjlves 
movament and language* A relationship was found in a previous pilot study 
(Fiena^ 1973) with the amount of verbalizations produced and movement 
betwean and within activity areas in a day car© settlrg. The more highly 
verbal children had a tendency to move more v/ithln areas than batweani the 
less verbal children moved between areas more» The present study looks at 
rirstrlctions imposed on Ss and their verbal output* Data indicate that 
the more restrictive an invlronmint, the less verbalizations producadi 



the more friedom to mova, the mori verbailiitions. further study 

is the relationship bitween physical devilopment and languigai locus 
of control md restrictions on movemint in the inftnt/toddlir age ranges 
I am hypothesizing thit the more restrictive an envirownent on an infant 
or toddler (12-18) the more internal locui of control the child his* The 
mori freradom an infant or toddler has the greater internal locus of control 
will be the cast. The more of in external locus of control the less 
verbalizing the child doeSf the iiorf internal locus of control the more 
verbalizing the child will engage in* 
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Bils griph dipicti what occurs In m 
ecological setting whan ictlvity araaa ira 
Introducid Into § day cart iittlng to tha 
soQlaJl In^'^^actlon and ictlvity levels of 
,12-18 rro.- ; r- ^ a. 
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Griph #1 



12 - 18 Month Olds — Introduction of Activity Centers 
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The followif^ graph depicts the aiTioUnt of 
talking a Subject (S) dots \^th his p^ers and with 
surrounding idults* From the studies dascrlbtd In 
the summary, it is ovldant that ohiidren talk more 
and learn most of their. language from idults from 
birth to about two years of age* After that point, 
the paar group baglns to assert itself Se are 
learning language frorn their peers as well as from 
adults- 
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Graph # 2 
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This graph Is the schematic of the first 
study explained in the summary. This 
study involves the differences found 
jetween a naturallstlG and an experimenta 
situation in th ee conditions: dramatic 
plays Blocks and cognitive games. Total 
verbalisations and the complexity of 
verbalizations were greater in the 
^afcurallstlc as ver? ^ the experimental 
tuatlon. 
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Griph #3 



Children's verbalizations in three conditions Lu 
either a naturalistic or experimental setting 




1 



Conditions 
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This study rep t?. on the effects of group size on the verbal 
interaction of peers and adults in a day care environment* 

Relying heavily upon the research conducted in the early 1970 by 
^iscott (1971. 72) arxi Rlsley (19725 73) in attempting to quantify 
various levels of interactions of Loth children ard adults in various 
V^iy care settlr^Sj this study is a specific endeavor in analyzing more 
clcojly the effects of the size of a p'oup of children ard adults upon 
Its o\m mentoers. This study, is rrtore closely an out^owth of other 
'Studies confJucfced by this author (Plenej 1972^ 1973a3bj 197^) in v;nich 
analyses were employed to ascertain what changes v/ould occur in rates 
of verballmtions while varying day care settings* After locking at the 
effects caused by group and ^amly day care settings , age^ sex and adults- 
child ratios j it was pretty certain that verbal interchanges were 
irLfluennetl in a algaificant v/ay by the total namber of cfuldren and adults 
fourti within a group setting. 

Complexity of verbalisations was the depcrdent vai^iable in tbils 
' i>tu:ly, m it had been in all previous studios, ''^lio rationale for this, 
baned upon the author *s experience in v/orlcinj^ in n nUTiber of quality day 
care center's, is that level of canplex verballsatigns ajrJ total v-^rbal 
output (beip/5 high) are effcictive inflioators of whut conDtltutes n^oolj 
quality intoractlonj botwnon adultn anJ chilnr-^n. This assiirnutlon 
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has a base In reseai^ch cir^cles with other researchers (Gordon^ 1969) 
who have been m-?asurlng the effectiveness of various day care envlrGn-^ 
ments • 

Verbalizations are broken dovm Into slinple and complex stageE , 
This breakdov/n is bas^ upon McNeill *s (1970) Classification of 
Sentence Structures. According to Mc Nelll^ a chlld^s speech at age 
three can be categorized by particular sentence patterns that correspord 
to basic p^ammatlcal relations of tv/o types: the f^st contains 
sentences with a ncun and verb^ or a min verb and object* The secord 
core Is ts of a he^ noun^ modifier, min verb ard object. These 
classifications provide criteria for categorizing the *-erbaliz-,l.Jor . 
the children nmde in the various jettings. 

Two areas of concern are to be analyzed within this study; one^ 
v/ha.t effect does group size^ with maintoinJjig adult to child ratios 
constant 5 have on verbal interchanges betv/een adults ard chU.^^en; 
t^'/o, how are verbal interchanges (llr^lstlc pragjnatics) influenced by 
the activity areas that a child or ^ult flrds himself in. 



DESIGN 



Subjects' 

Mj^ty (30), three (3) year olds within a selfH^ontalnsd classroom 
with three full time teachers, The classroom was part of a private , 
for , nVit^ day care center in the Greater Greensboro, North Carolim 
area. The classroom contained five (5) activity areas, Subjeots (Ss) 
were matchai on verbal output according to baseline data* This was 
to control for talkative Individuals being over«loaded in one p?rtlcular 
^oup cor^itlon* There were three groups of ten (10) children assigned 
to 01^ adult. These ten (10) ds stayed with this particular teachOT 
v/hen verbal recordirgs were made. 

Materials : 

Each observer v/as equipped with a ofcop watch and record pad for 
tabulating verbal interchariges , 

Procedure: 

\Lt^r a .^^ellabilit:/ coefficient vim extabllshed v/hlch v/as .90 or 
above^ baseline data v/ere obtained. On the p^ounls of this baselin- 

v/ere asLSlgn^ to particular ^^oups v/hicr. consists of 10 Ss arri ... 
teacher. Once this was accomplishcrl^ there were five conditions that the 

ERIC 8^6 



children ard taachers f ix^ thonselves in. These were as follows : 



Conditions 



Groups_ 



10-1 



20-2 



A+B 



20-2 



B+€ 



20-2 



A+C 



30-3 



A+B4C 



Fa.ch S was observed for 40 minutes , 10 minutes In roL 
the above possible five conlltlona . For example, S#4 who was 
assigned to Group A v/ould be observed in a 10-1 Cordltion once, 
a 20-2 condition ftvic;? arf a 39-3 condition once. 

The obsar^/ations took eight (8) weeks to complete. In th,'.s 
time spanj Ss experlenQgd all possible corriitlons in order to 
controll for all f^ssible biasing of comblrations of teachers aM 
children. 



Although I found only one result that proved significant, 
many of the other data had sane very slgnlgicant trends. In the 



foUowir^ graphs, some of these data with their trends are reported. 
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STATISTICAL If'C^O^rTIAL AMALYSIS 



The configuration Is that of a three-fa=M:or ^l^^^lgn^ v/hera f^ruor 
one consists of "^^nree treatment gproups^ factor consists of five 
activity areas j and factor three cons'lsts of h.-o observers. 

^ Ordinarily such, a data configuration (matrix) would be amlysed 
using one of the ccnmonly available three-way mix^ design A^JOVA compute 
prograiTis, but certain problms prevented such a straight fon^/ard 
approach, Firsts IMtial scores for the three treatment groups were 
different, in spite of the fact that Ss were irdlvldually assigned 
to groups, Secordj tr^tm^nt ^cups v^ere of unequal sizes. Thirds 
data wei^e missing from cells. A strategy to overcome these compli- 
cations v/as arrived at through combined use of the General Linear 
Model (Cohenj 1968) arid recent multiple regression computer prop^ams 
(Pox am aiire, 1972) . 

Graph /lir 

Complexity of verbalisations is broken dom into Sljnple O/I). 
and Complex (V2) verbalizations. This is graphed across group size, 
•nie simple verb^izations decrease as ^oup.slze increases. This 
result is consistent with our predictions, Hov/ever^ in lool<ins at 
the comply verbalization the s^e relationship does not occur. 
The com.plex verbalizations decrcaGO for the 20^2 condition but then 
incresse in the 30^3 corditlon. This result is not consistent 
with ar// of my predlctlom. I then broke the verbalizations dov/n a 
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I'ttle differently in oi-ler to analyze thjs result. 

Graph #5 

Verbalizations were divided into adult aM peer taU< in this 
p'aph. The ac'ult verbalizations did decrease as the ^oup size in- 
creased. However, in loold.ng at the peer verbalimtions there is a 
decline v/hen the size of the p'oup Increased fV-om 10-1 to 20-S but 
when the group increased from the 20-2 comitlon to the 30-3 cordltion, 
the verbalization level increased. 

Graph #6 

This p^aph breaks dovni verbalization levels according to cimplexity, 
adult or peer talk^ ani size of tKit' p'oup,. Again the same relationships 
appear where the adult talk drops off sip^lncantly (p<.05) OLnd 
the peer talk initially drops off but then ir-'r-jases in the 30-3 
condition. These data sup^rt the data that w.'re represented in the 
first two graphs. 
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araph #5 
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Discussions : 



This study had some technical as well as some desl^ flaws, 
whlnh are presently being corrected in a lar?:^^^' "'rd more 
controlled study* Hov/everj there a^^'^r* ^iie v r^. Ints^estirg 
trends that can be drawn ti^m this scuGy, One very Interesting 
finding Is the definite decline in verbal output ax^ complexity 
in adult talk as ^up size is Increased; tMs sanie relatlomhdp 
doesn^t hold for the peer talk. Is there some form of egocentric 
language that the children are engaging in which is not influeiw^^ 
^ by external control? In past studies (Plene^ 1973) verbaliza= 
tlons were not broken dom into peer and adult talk* Vo 
changes in adult or peer talk were expected] they v/ould vary in 
the saTie maron^. Hut now there appears to differences In 
this variation* I would have predicted Just the opposite 
effect v/lth the adiolt talk rot varying ar^ the peer ^oup varying 
iMs result^ even vdthout looking at the Influence of -pf-^^f- 
areas has implications for the educatioml arena. 

It has alTOys been assumed in thj past, that large grc^upj 
have deliterlous effect j on peer iLnteractions . Tim trend In 
this study doesn-t app^r to paint the sanie picture. It is 
the teachers (adiilts) who are morG affected by vai^ying p^oup 
size. Vfe must rot assujne here that the children are essentially 
unaffected. If they are rot injluenr.ed Initially by group size, 
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they will eventually because of the decline in the ability of 
the teachers to corrminlcate effectively. As the teachers ta^y 
to get controll of the room^ they will be placlr^ rrore 
restrictions on the children both socially ard verbally. In 
oth^ words, total levels of verbalizations will dM line in 
the classroom- At this point j because of the tenuous nature 
of the data^ I am not maMng the above statwient une^lvocsdly 
until I obtain the appropriate level? of significance to mke 
snch an inferential statCTent, 

This study alor^ vdth its replication should be read with 
its parent study (Ash&r, et al, 1975) wMch analyzes the teache 
behaviors in rnore detaU. Both studies ^ take a critical look 
at day care envlrorments and ask some very pert3>nent questions. 
These are only the beglniilng in a series of studies to be 
completed by the above authors in ordar to begin to quantify 
day care envjroments . 
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The following graphs S-il, bTSgU 6.om) the virb- 
allzaiions produced by Ss in various activity arias 
and liso show the dlrictlon of the verbalizationi 
Th'ise dgta art ^11 from the otud/ just d<iscrlbed 
Involvincj group jize. The graphs sho'^ how thG paer 
verbalization Is bo much greshar in the quiet or 
reidLng corner* The majority of the adult verbal*- 
i-zations are In the ooynitlvy gafnes area. These two 
results ari the direct effect of the enlarged group 
size. Usually dramatic play is a high elicltor 
of verbalization with paer^^ But as size increasijs, 
that is not the caae* Th3 chlldTen verbalize most in 
the free-play arei //hich is what ha 3 oscurred in tha 
quiet area* It is less structured because the 
teachers could not keep control. Notice the little 
verbilizing by adults* The teache.ri gravitite to 
the cogniti^/a gafiVis jrea as sl^e increajeSj because 
it is the om ar^i mth the gre-itest diiil of structure 
with le%3t ittentlon by adulti* This is wiiy the 
'/erbalizaticas are so high htret Usuilly a cog- 
nitive games or quiet area is a good ^llcitor of 
verbalization for adults, but not as high as it is 
here. 
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Graph #8 
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Graph t^9 
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Graph IIIO 
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The rollowlng study reporto on a further analysis of 
verbal intt^ract lona in family and group day care centers. 
This study la the precursor for the group size study, 

Ther^ are many theories conoernlng presGhooi education 
and the varlouo approacheG to curriculum developmant * 
Thr^rf^ basLo approaches to curriculum development cited 
by Swenson (1972) are: cognitive (e.g. Welkart, 1969)5 
30G lo-eniot lonal (e.g. Evans 5 1971) j and language development 
(e*g. Evans, I97I)* The primary assumption underlying language 
based curricula Is that language development Is the foundation 
of all learning, since withouc command of wordSj a child 
not only has a hard time Gommunicatlng 5 but he or she 
has a hard time thinking (Swenson^ 1972), There are 
currently a number of language based programs In usei 
such as: the Tucson Early Education Model (1970) 1 
Berelt er-Engelmann Structural Pedagogy (1969)3 and the 
early Incervention programs of Karnes (196g)^ Palmer 
(1970), Gordon (1969) and Levensteln (1970)* The Bereiter^ 
Englemann Language curriculum Is composed of an Integrated 
set of basic concepts, sentence forms and presentation 
strategies* It is recognized by Berelter-Engelmann that 
acadefnlc success requ ires a functional repertoire of 
basic concepts and language skills (Evans 5 1971), 
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Somg research (Ervin, 1964) has Indicated that Ian- 
tjuagB is acquired through modeling (modeling from adults, 
in particular parents). Two assumptiong need to be made 
here I (1) that the environniBnt for a child in learn^ 
Ing his language ii the home environment with both parents 
present providing the child with adequate language model- 
ing (tt is assumed that thm parents are loving, stable 
individuals concerned about the welfare of their child), 
Data from parent trElnlng projects (Lavenstelni 1970) 
provides support for thii Msumptions (2) Also an assumpc 
Ion Is made that whan a child leaves his home and entire 
an environment similar to his hotaa thai the] vtrhalization 
leva la/ language produetlon ^^111 be equlvaleiht In both 
iattlngs (Sala^ 1973)* Uith thsse above aisumptlona, If 
a child does model the speech of his parents than learn- 
ing environments moat closely reiembling the aoma environ^ 
laant will be bast for the child's languaga davalopment. 
Tharafors, possibly a "Cooperative" where the child's 
mother Is present for part of the day or a "Family Day 
Care Canter" in whloh a caregiver in the mothir's comu- 
nity would be taking care of the childran in their own 
neighborhood in a house vary similar to the children's 
own home would be most eonducive to the child's language 
development . 
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However I if childrin Itarn language through roDdelins 
from peers > then what would be a comduciva envlrofimant 
for ch^lr language development (Grotbergp 1971)? 
Probably a larger centtr with highly verbal children 
Intar acting greatly would be more appropriate. To some 
extent these two premises will be asaeaaed In thli scudy; 
that Is, the proposal Is dlreeted at the question of 
whether Qhildran verbalize at a more sophist icated level 
In one of the following envlroiroenti^ a Group Day Care 
Center^ or Fatally Day Care Center . 

It is perhaps important to first deearlbe the stage 
of lamguagB development of a three year old^ the likely 
recipient of day care* According to HcNelll (1970) a 
child -s speech at age thres can be cate|orlzsd by parti- 
cular sentence patterns that correspond to bailc gramatl 
cal relations of two types s the first contains sentences 
with a noun and v erb or a main verb and obi act * The 
second eonslats of a head uoun ^ modlf ler » main verb and 
object* These classifications provide criteria for eate- 
gorlEing the verbaligatlons the children will be making 
in the various environments, 

in a recent study Cagden (1966) found that ahlldren 
in the age range 36«4Q months old were producing utter- 
ances that were approximately 3*60 morphimes In Itngth, 
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It was further found that the level of noun phrasis w©re 
more devaloped in an objsct poiitlon than lu a subject 
poiition. This effect along with MeNeill'g ientsnce 
patterns provided tha basis of anaLyiii q£ verbali^atloni 
and aentsnce structures In this study, 

A pilot study using thcae crittrla has baen cor^uct- 
(Fiene, 1972b). Thi subjeets vmtm five tnale and five 
fefoale children 36 to 50 months of ag© atteiidltig a day 
care centar with approKlmately 25 □hildren, VarballM- 
tlons vera ca tag priced by simple (e.g* I go) or complex 
(a.g* 1 ^Ul $0 but not now)* In a design Ilka LeLaurln 
and Risley (1972) ten children were observed In both Group 
atid Fasilly Day Care settings. For a montht the group 
was In the Group Day Care Center (population approximately 
25 chiidraa) in which observatloni of verbalising during 
actlvltlse were taken. During a lecond month following 
the division of the children Into several Family Day Care 
Canters (each centar with a populacion of five children) ^ 
the group was obaerviri while engaging in aimilar activities* 
Results suggested chat the children produced more 
sophlatlcated aentence structures (l^a» there were more 
compleK than simple ientencas produced) in the Family 
Day tore Centers than injhe Group Day Care Centers. 

However, thire were many probletns with these datas 
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tht sample was too email. TThe children were raatched only 
for IQj not for other relevamt varlablas, Th© age range 
vag too wide, and the staff were not trained for tlis type 
of verbal intaractiona with subjecci, 

Thla e3cpirlment carried out In a natural setting 
studied the types of verbalisations that 36^40 tnonch old 
children made In three different custodial settings-- 
Family Day Cai^e CentsrBj Group Day Care Centers , and Home 
envlronmints. The followlna predictions ware madas first, 
that children verballBB more in a Family Day Care Center 
than in a Group Day Cara Canter i and aeeond, that tha 
nature of the verbalisations preduced by Che ahlldren in 
the Family Bay Cara CenCeri is more iophlstlcated than 
the vtrballiations produoed in the Group Day Care Centers, 
The latter being operationall^ed In tarms of stnttnoe 
cQmplaKlty, 



as 



ilETHOD 



Subjactss 



Subjaeti were 48 Caucaaian ahildrent 36^40 months of 

age, attendltig Day Care Centers at least six houri dally* 

Eight ehlldren, four males. and four femalaSi wer^ aeleaC- 

1 

ed from two Large Group Day Care Centeri (N^16)» Pour 

children, Wo males and two females^ were selected frQm 

2 

four Fitttly Day Cara Centers (N^l6), Slxtaen chlldrens 

eight raaLes and eight femalei, were selected from 16 
3 

Homes (all iingli child families). The laUter g^oup 
acted ai the Qontrol gtoup* 



1 Large GrDup Day Care Center— a typical Nursery School or 
Day Care Canter with a population of about 45 chlldrant 
The IS Sb used for this eKperlment were eeleoted from 
tha total population of 90 children frora the two Group 
Day Care Centers* 

2 Family Day Care Centar-^neighborhood mother ^ho acts aa a 
caregiver for her om children and usually 3^4^ of har 
neighbor's children* ^ 

3 Tha homes were aelected by the observers who wra fatnlllar 
with the local area that the ceftters and homes were located. 
However J none of the observer a knew the parents perionaHy 
who n^sre telected for the In-home group, Thia home group 
was c&TOplled through friends of the obiervera who knew of 
people ^rho were one child families t?ith the particular child 
in thfe agi range that ms needed for the study 



IOC 



Subjaets t^eee macehad for tgti sex, raca^ IQ 

4 

(Bayley Sealag of Intelligenaa was used ) « Smm Ta1)lt 1 
for results of ^atchln|« Staf£| programs » and content 
ware matched In hooiss and canter g for type of atiruecund 
day» aehedulltig I aM planaad aatlvltlas. All tha eanteri 
ware nursary sahool programs with equal emphasis da all 
curriculum areas— ancouraging a wll roundtd child (tbts 
was also the ^phaals of the homes). 
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ilaterlalai 



Each obaer^ar had a stop watch and tach observer 
team consisting of tvo observara had a tapadack and a 
wireless mlcrophonei 



4 The author conducted the Bayley-§, They t/era givan to 
the J^i ^han thay %mtm betwae^tha agas of 24-28 monthst 
Thara was a total aample of 110 oubjscts that the 48 
^s vara salsctad from. It waa ^tremaly dlfflctilt 
matching the chlldrea on all of the above or 1 tafia 
bacausa of the siise of the araplei Therelora thm Sb 
were matched as clooely as posslblep as can be sean 
In Table 1» 
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The cencera and homes were In the Brentwood, Bay 
Shore, and Islip Townihtpi located in the South-Centtral 
portion of Long Island, New York, These were low to 
taiddle income areas with a high coneenttatlott ef Spaniah 

spGaklng adults. 

In each hone and center there were well-definsd 
acttvity aieaa vith dlatinct boundaries as depleted in 
Graph #12 (le the J^™^* welJ-defintd areas 

the author helped to sett such areas up by providing the 
appropriate equipment for the areai and the necessary 
dividers for the room). These aetivity artae were a 
cognitive ganea area, a hlocks area, an art area, a free 
play aria, and a dtamatio play area. The canters and 

Insert Graph #12 



homes were matched as closely as possible for the loca- 
tions of activity arsas. That la, the cognitive gamea 
oraa was always adjacent to the dramatic play area. The 
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biocki area was always adjacant to or aaross from the 
dramatic play area* Thm art area was always adjaeent 
to thi blocks area. Tlis free play araa was always 
autdoora (Set Griph#13« Activity areas wera dsHnsat* 
id on the following criteria I Blo^ki srea— m area that 
eontaioid any type of building toys CsreGtor sttii unit 
blocks^ hallow blockH)! Art arta^-containad crayons, 
coloring bookSi easili, collagt materials CCalt, paptr, 
iciasori); Cognitive gamaa area«*esntalned pui^l^s, 
manipulativs raall muiele toysi Draraatic play srsa-« 
containtd dollsj carriages, drese^up ntateriala; Free 
play area — contained outdoor equipment and larga tnuacls 
iqulpmentp Activity areas were broken off from each 
Qthar by waist high (adult) shelves or toy cabinets* 
In all the ctnters and hemes, all activity areas were 
tmphaalzed equally (l.e, ohlldran spent an equal amount 
o£ tlmB In all areai). 

Recordings i 

Three trained observer teams were used through the 
duration of the experiment. These observer teams reoord-- 
ad the verbalisations made by a child only if the child 
were actually in a particular aetlvity area engaging in 
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an aetivity when verbailging (l.a, child hBd to be 
playing— picking up a toy, reading a beok^ dreaains upt 
pushing a toy^ or pulling a toy— the child had to ba 
actlfig on lorai object within a particular activity araa) . 
The observers recordings were entered on a observation 
record sheet fjjjHHHHHHHHHHMBHH^^ 
^^■■■■■M • It the child mre verhsllzlng but not 
in an aativity atM, or moving from activity araa to 
activity araaj or goins to the bathroom (i,e* the child 
was not acting on Bomm object within an activity area); 
this type of behavior was elaislfled as "ijctranaoua" 
behavior on a record sheet and no rtcordings were tslcea* 

Subjects were fret to move from activity area to 
activity area whtnever they wished and were allovad to 
brlrig toys from activity area to activity areai howavarp 
their verbaliEacions were not recorded. 

Procadure; 

The obeerveri who did the racordlngs are praschool 
5 

tiachera » Three are females, thrai are males. Observer 
teasis ware one raale and one female observer* 

5 The observers werei Tonl Vacearro, Andrew Clay, 
Stephen Wilson, Ruth Ilayer, Joiephine Caferelo, and 
Joan Consaine* 
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Ttaining of obaerver teams was conductid (our weeks 
in advance to colleetlng the data for this study. Train- 
ing consiitsd of having the obierver teami use practice 
childrtti in Day Care Centers that were not part of the 
project. Centers were choien where the day car» envlron- 
oent was very similar to what the observer teaiBS would 
encounter in the actual ptojict. The obaarver teams were 
instructed to take down everything that the child lald 
during a particular reeordlng staaion. 

The observar teams entered a center participating 
In the project two weeks prior to the collection of data 
so that Che observer ttaas could work with the subjects 
in helping them adjust to wearing a ^rtrelesa microphone 
and to having the observers in the centers and hooes. 
As shown In Griph #12 the observers were located on the 
periphery off the room. The observers were free to move 
along the periphery of the room within the ho«ea or 
centers in order to hear the children clearly. The 
observer teams spent 40 minutes in the momlnt between 
10:00 A.!!,— 11. '00 A.M. and 40 inlnutes In the after noon 
between Is 30 P.H.— 2i30 P.U. In the centara and homes. 
These times were lelected for the staff interacted with 
the children as little as poailble during this time. 
There was no large group play, the children were engaged 



in solitary play md it mm much easlir recordiiis the 
ehildren*B spaeeh* 

The obaervar tsaiiis spant the 40 minutes in the 
cantMs as follows s for the fir it tm mIntJtts; first, 
th8 observer ttam would synchronigs their itop watchae 
such that eaoh obsarvar startad ebstr^lna at preelsaly 
the sam^ tiMB, Than the obsarvers took lotiihand record- 
Ings and taperacordinsi ^BBKBKBtKtmBmKB^^sK^^Kr 

Indapendant of each other of a subjact 
The particular aubjtet was salectad In adtjanca. If this 
subjaet wara absent^ thara was a ©ska^up day at tha and 
of tha threa waeUs. Subjects' wheriabouts i^han verbal" 
Izlng (verbalisations were aimpla 01) or complex (V2)— ^ 
sae Table 2 for licNslll^s claaslf icatlon of sentanca 
struoturas) was reeorded and tisiad. For €5^oplai four 
mlnutts in oognltlve gamas arsa playlnc ^Ath tnanlpulatlv 

Insert Table 2 



toys, 30 aeconds varballglng—ZO VI and 10 V2 varbali^a- 
tionsi oKtranaous behavior in moving ftsm area to araa. 
Three rainutea In dramatic play area in dreesing up and 
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Table 2 

ncUeill's ClasslfiQation of Sentenca Struetures 
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playing with earr^gti* tm mlnutiS verbail3itig-«40 VI 
and 35 V2 varbaliiations} extraneous behavior in going 
to the bathroom^ Pour miriutts in cognitive games area 
playing ^rtth the TOanipulative toys, one mtd half minutes 
v«ballalns— IS Vl and 10 V2 verbaltgatiofls* Total time 
of 10 minutes In stclvlty artas, four minutes verbalising 
—75 VI and 55 V2 vartali^atlona made by Subject 1* lor 
SiAbjact 1 this ms hli first ir^ivldual ricording saesion. 
Thtra would bs eight wort recording iesaiona Identical to 
the abovQ 

In tha nsKt tm minute individual auhjaot reoording 
aasaionj the obaerver team ^7ould again synchronise their 
atop watchti, than thay took longhand rtcardlnia and 
tapMecordlngs' Independent of each other □£ a second 
iubject.* This aacond aubjact was aeiected in advance, 
Procadurs uaad with first subject was used with tha 
aacond, third, and fourth subjects In ordM to finish 
out the 40 minutas of racotdingi, Tha total ttaa for 
varbaliglni for each aubjact ovar tha threa wseka waa 
90 minutes* All the obae^ar taams recorded in all the 
can tars and homaa so that the 90 minutes recorded of each 
iubject was 30 tntnutes of obge^ar team^i 30 nilnutts of 
ohservef team ^ > and 30 minutes of obiirver team ^ flii 
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In the hooii che« was a change In procedure. Homes 
«ete aelacced which were in close proximity to each other 
80 that it was eaiy for an obierver team to take their 
recording i in one howe and then move over to another home 
easily. The Individual iubjeci recording sessioni were 
20 minutes rather Chan 10 minuteB long of each child. 
The total recording iessions were 40 minutes. The record- 
ing aesiions were identical to the procedure uied in the 
centers. The only difference is that .each individual 
aubject reeordlng aesslon wat 20 sinutes racher than 10 
minutes. The total time for verbslizing wag 80 min^.tas 
for each subject in the horaea over the three week period. 

Reliability was oalcuaated by each observer team 
after each 40 minute recordlns session. Reliability wag 
calculated by taUing the number of agreements between the 
two observers of an obaarver team for a particular area 
and for ^ that patttieular tecotdlng session on the nimbet 
of VI and V2 verbaliiationa produced by a subject. Then 
this figure was divided by the number of airetments and 
disagreements between the two observers for that aaffle 
area arid recordlni session on the nunber of Vl and V2 
v'etbaliaations produoid by the aubject. 

Reliability avsrage were as follows! for obaervei. 
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taam^^ observer ^Bam^, and observer tsam ^ reipactive- 
lyi ,96, ,92^ and .94 for the dramatic play area? .98, 
>91 , and ,90 for the cognitive gamea arear *95# M 

,91 for the free play areai *96, .93 ^ and ,89 for the 
blocka are a I and .97, .96, and ,93 for the art area* 
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RESULTS 



Thm principal analysts of th© data war© concarned 
with; (a) whether the siifjects ^erbaliged mm in the 
Pamily Day Care Centtra than in ttie Group Day Cara Centers 
(b) whether the Vi and va verbalisation levels produoed 
by the subjects were significMtly different in the Family 
and Group Day Care Cintari* 

To analyse the verbalisation leveli praduoed by 
aubjeeti within the senters and homes ? the data was 
plotted as depicted in GMph #13* Graph#130hsws that the 
total verbalisations produced by the iubjaota in the 
Faniily pay Care Centara were significantly higher than 
tlie verbalisations produced by the si&jeotB in the Group 
Day Care Centers and the Homes, 



Inaert Gxaph # 13 



Table 3 using a miMed design analysis of variance CMyars^ 
1972) shows that the ohildren in the Family Day Care 
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Centers were significantly difforent from the childron 
in the Group Day Care Centers and tlia Homes v/ith regpeat 
to the total verMllEations produced by the iUbjecta 



Insert Table 3 



Graph ltl4 illustratad how the rata of verballElng 
differed in the Family and Group Day Care Centers^ and 
the Homes on a QWimulativa basis* The subjects in the 
Family Day Care Centers had the highest rate of verbali* 
zations per minute (7*89) i followtd by the Homas (7,49 
verbalizationa/minuta) i and lastly by tlia Group Day Cara 
Centers (6*51 varbalizations/nilnute) * 



iniert Graph #14 



How the rate of verbalisations differed in the Family and 
Group Day Care Centers, and the Homes on a day to day 
basis in shown in Graph #15 The subjeQts in the Family 
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Analysis of Vafianco^ for the study of Cfcntera (Fainlly 
Day Care Centers, Group Day Cart Centeri, and Homes) i 
activity areas (cognitive garnea, art; blocks^ dramatic 
play^ and free play); and observer teams*-^ tfi, and 4' . 
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*p<,05 
**p < .01 
***p< .001 

6 Myers I Jerome L. , Fundamentals of EKperimental Design , 
Second edition, Allyn and Bacon, Boston, 1D72, pps 219 
221, Analysis of Variance^ one between- and tv;o within 
subjects variables. 
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„ay car. Centers had the highest nean of verbalization, 
per day (651.20,, toUoved by the Homes (619.30 verbali.a- 
tions/day, ' and lastly by the Group Day Care Centers 

(540-00 verbalisations/day) • 
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Graphs #14 ahdSlSclearlv demonstrate that the highest 
.ates Of verbalising occurred in the p'amily Day Care 
centers, followed by the Ho»es and Group Day care Centers. 
„„„ever, the large gap between the verbalizations in the 
racily Day Care Centers and the Homes that exists in 
Grap. tfl3oc=urred beoause the total time spent in the 

for the three weeks was only 1230 minutes 

Homes reeordmg fo^ ^ne x.n^^^ 

While in tha racily and G«up Day ca.a Cent«s it was 
1440 minute of recording. Using th. Homes' of 
verbalisations (7.49 verbali.ations/minute) for 1440 
„inut«e, th.ra would not as larg. a gap whioh .Kists 
between the Family Day Care Cent«i and th« Homes. 
Graph #13 would show the Family Day Care Centers and tha 
Homes nu^oh olosar together in total verbalisations with 
the Group Day Care Center significantly lower. 
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Graph ^ 15 
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In Graph#15 the Family and Group Day Care Centers 
and the Homee are all increasing or decreasing together 
in their levels of verbalisations on certain da^^ (sin r 
days--day 3^ 4, 1, 8^ 11, 15). For instancei on the sigth 
ei<5[th day both the Family and Group Day Care Centers and 
the Homes are all decreasing to very low verbalization 
levels. The reason for this is that there was no free 
play outdoors because it rained on that particular day* 
The loss of this activity area (free play) , which v/as the 
second highest activi'iy area in eliciting verbalizations 
from the children, did affect the total verbalizations 
Icval.for-thatrday* iThe low points on Graph#15 usually 
indicated that the children were oonfined indoors for 
part .or all of the day because of poor weather. The 
children were then spending more time in activity areas 
that did not yield as high verbalization levels as the 
free play area* The high points usually indicated a 
recovery with the children engaging in free play on the 
following days. 

Another way of presenting the data in Gi*aph#15 is to 
look at the amount of verbalising that occurred in the 
activity areas over tlie total three v^eeks period of data 
gathering. Graphfrlfi shows that the variability occurred 
amongst the activity areas because the least amount o£ 
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verbalising during the three v^eeks was done in tht block 
araas, followed by art/ cognitive games areas v;hich wore 
eLjentially the iame, with the moat verbalising in the 
dramatic play and free play areas in all the centers aiid 

insert Graph # 16 

homes. Therefore, if the children were indoors and could 
not use tii^ free play activity area^ there v/ould be a 
lovver level of total verbalizations for that day in all 
the centers and homes* This occurred because the subjacts 
had to spend more time in the blocks/ art, and aognitive 
games areas / which were significantly lower than the free 
play and dramatic play areas in eliciting verbalizations* 
Table 3 shows how activity area were significantly differ-- 
ent in the total verbalisations produced by subjects 
(F=5.47/ df-4/ p<,001). 

The other part of the analysis was whether the VI 
and V2 verbaliEations differed in the Faraily Group 
Day Care Centers/ and the Homes, in Table 4/ an analysis 
was done using t-tests to find significant differences 
between means of Vl and V2 verbalizations produced by 
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subjects in the Family and Group Day Care Centers • 
Table 4 shows that ilgniflQantly more V2 verbalisations 
were made by iubjecti than VI verbalisiations in the 
Family Day Care Centers (t^4p43, p4.05). 
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klBo, there were signifiaantly more V2 verbalisations 
made by st^jecto in the Family Day Care Centers than V2 
verbalisations made by subjeots in the Group Day Care 
Centers (t-S*67, p<.05). However^ there were iignifieant- 
ly more Vl and V2 verbaliEations made by aiUbjeGts in the 
Group Day Care Centers (t^3*61, p^*10). These results 
explain how the interaotion of oenters md aativity 
areas were significant* The FMiily Day Care Centers had 
significantly more verbaliEations than thm Group Day Care 
Centers because of the greater number of V2 verbalizations 
produced by the subjects. Therefore, the subjects Oiat 
v;ere in a partioular aetivlty area in the Fatiily Day Care 
Centers produced more verbalisations than the subjects 
in an equivalent activity area in the Group Day Care 
Centere, because signigicantly more V2 verbalizations 



Table 4 



Gomparisan of 72 and VI verbalisations pro* 
flueed by subjects in Family and Group Day 
Care Centers using t-teet for diffareneea 
between meani 
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4551 
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f — -^-^ r 

5783 


3*61* 










t-diff^ 


5;67** 


- - - 1 
3,01* 





* n < , 10 
** p ^ .05 



Hays^ William L., statletieg for PsycholQqistg i 
Holt^ Rinehart, and Winston^ Mev? York, 1963^ 
ppg 320-322. T-distribution to test hypotheees 
a.bout differenceo 
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were produced by the subjects in the Family Day Care 
Centari* Table 3 ahows how the interaction of aotivity 
areas and centera v;ere signiflcaiitly different in the 
total verbali^ationa produoed by ei^jecte (P^2.69^ df-8| 
p< ,01) . 
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DiSCUSSION 



From previous pilot studies (Fiene, 1972a, b) it was . 
suggested that children verbalize at different levels of 
complexity and at different rates when they art in diff-.' 
©rent activity areas. This study has clearly demonstra-- 
ted that children verbaliEe at different levela and com- 
pleKities when experiencing different types of cuitodial 
environinents (i.e* Family Day Care Center, Home environ* 
ment^ and Group Day Care Center) as well as supporting 
the previous finding* The interaction of activity areas 
with centers was also significant* For example ^ the dra-- 
matic play area elicits more complex verbalizations in the 
Family Day Care Center than in the Group Day Care Center, 
The Family Day Care Center appeari to be producing an 
environrnent that is more conducive for coiOTunicating ver** 
bally at the child's level than the Group Day Care Center, 
The child is verbalising more and at a more iophistiaated 
level in all activity areas in the Family Day Care Center, 

Keeping the sample used in this study in mindf some 
of these statements should be qualified. The Family and 
Group Day Care Centers that were part of this sample 
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ihould be aongidered ^ove average in the itaff education- 
al backgroimd (90% of the teachers in the senters had : 
B,A. *s or above) 9 the equipment used was of a high quality 
(SRA^ Montessori) I and the centers themselves v^ere spa- , 
oious and .attractive* These eenters* Were chosen, because 
of v/illingneis of the directors of the centers to 
conduct research. In the Family Day Care Centers observed 
generally there was a closer child-^adult inter-personal 
relationship- In the Group Day Care Center, the adults 
had more of a condescending attitude towards the children 
and usually felt the children were more unruly than the 
reports I received from the adults in the Family Day C^e 
Centers about their children. 

These attitudes of the adults (teachara) in the two 
day care iettingi seemed to be influencing the types of 
verbalizationi the adults and children were having. The 
teachers in the Group Day Care Center were usually en-ra , 
gaged in a question and answer fonn of verbalizing with 
the children/ and in the form of commands given to the 
children. The children need only respond with a couple 
of words when conversing with the teachers* The teachers, 
because of the si^e of the group in the Group Day Care • 
Centers, had relatively little time to spend verbalising 
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with individual children. Thg adults (teachets) in the 
Family Day Care Centers^ beoause of the small size of, tha 
center, had more time to spend verbalising with indivi- 
dual children in '^meaningful" paseagee for greater dura-* 
tionii 

implication is that the particular envirorments 
influenced the character of the adult-child verbal inter- 
actions which in the case of the Family Day Care Centers 
caused more verbalisations to be elicited by the si^jects 
These verbalizations being at a more iophisticated level, 
in tha Group Day Care Centers, the teachers and children 
just were not verbalizing as much because of pressures 
incurred by the curriculum, parent expectations of child- 
ren's progress, and sheer nun±>er of children (solutions 
will be diecussed later) . 

Returning to the fact that children verbalise at 
different levels of complexity and at different rates 
when experiencing different activity areas, there are 
several implications v/hich must be discussed. In review- 
dent that all the activity areas located in the Family 
Day Care Centers have higher verbalisations levels be- 
cause of the greater number of V2 verbalisations pro- 
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dueed by the subjeeta. This explains why the varbaliia- 
tion levals are different in the activity areas agross 
the centers I it does not eKplain how the activity areas 
within a partieular ctntar differs in verbaliEation levels. 
A possible explanation is that the play paliterns engaged 
in by £a in the various activity areas are mora conducive 
or facilitative to verbalizing. For inatancef the play 
patterns in the Dramatic Play area were vary conducive 
to children verbalising. The children both in the Family 
and Group Day Care Settings engaged in a great deal of 
social behavior (playing house^ doctor) which requires a 
great deal of verbaliEing for it to be successful* In 
contrast, the blooka area had relatively little verbali- 
izing done in both the Family and CSroup Day Care Settings, 
The nature of this activity area, where each child works 
alone v/ith relatively little social interactioni is that 
little verbalising occurs* The cognitive games and art 
areas uere similar to the blocks area with little ver- 
baliEing because the children were engaged in an act* 
ivity by themselves. The free play area was more lilce 
the dramatic play area because of the availability to 
socialiEe and coinmunicate each others ne^ds. 

The interaction of activity areas and centers seem- 



ed to eccur beGause the subjects in the Pwnily Day Care 
Ctnttrs product mora V2 varbalizatlona across all aet'- 
ivity areas; and the subjects were elieiting different 
rates of verbaliMtions in the aotivity areas. For 
example, the dramatiG play area is a high alicltor of 
verbalizations* This aativity area in a Family Day Care 
Canter I whioh appears to be a more eonduoivs envlroranent 
for verbalizing I will elicit a great number of verbaliza- 
tions from its sub j eats. In oontrasti a blocks area 
which was a low elieitor af verbalizations r plaaed within 
a Group Day Care Center / which seams not to be as con- 
ducive an enviroranent for verbalizing , will elicit very 
few verbalizations. 

This is an important point because whan a high ver- 
al producing activity area (Stg* dramatic play) is V7ith- 
in a Family Day Care Center i the great nmnber of verbal- 
izations produced by its subjects causes the high output 
of V2 verbalizations. The data clearly indicates that 
learning environments v;hich are facilitative in produc- 
ing verbalizations <e*g, dramatic play, and a Family Day 
Care Centar) will have a more likely chance of producing 
iophisticated sentence structures (V2 verbalizations). 
When a low verbal producing activity area (e.g. blocks) 
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is within a Greup Day Care Center, the ainaller nyinber 
of verbalisations produced by its aubjeeti caueea the 
low output of V2 verbalisations. The data indioates 
that learning environments which are not faeilitative 
in producing verbaligationa (e,g, blooki and a Group 
Day Care Center) will not produoe many sophistiGated 
aentenoe steuotures (V2 verbaliiationa) , It appears 
that volume of verbalizationa produaed correlates highly 
with the compleKity of verbalisations producadi The 
greater the volume, the higher the complexity. 

In looking at all the data for tha interaction of 
centers and activity areas, it appears that the centers 
have more of an effect on the verbalisations produced 
in the activity areas, it appears that the centers 
have more of an effect on the verbalizations produced 
in the activity areas. The reason for this is Uiat 
centers have biases (e*g. teacher preference for cognitive 
development) that are going to affect all the activity 
areas. The activity areas are made to fit the biases 
of the center rather than the center fittinq the activi- 
ty areas. 

If one ii to assume' that a high level of verbalisa- 
tions is a goal of pre-school learning environments, 
then how can Group Day Care Centers be more of a facil^ 
itator of producing virbalisations? Certainly the sizB 
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of many Group Day Care Cantari can be daaraaied which 
will permit a lowar adult to ohild ratio # Dafinitaly 
not more than five children to one adult should ba main- 
tained in order for thii to be affeativa. This would 
five the adult more tJina to apand varbaliEing with ind- 
ividual children. Another method to inorease verbmliza- 
tions is to alter play patterns. For instance, in a 
cognitive games area, which is not a very high elicitoE' 
of verbalisations, whan a child is par^king in an act- 
ivity an adult could begin talking to the child about 
what he/she is playing witii rather than leaving the 
child to play by himself* Alio, in very large centers, 
whtra it is not feasible to cut dovm its enrollmant, 
another form of altar ing play patterns could be used, 
with older children, four ard five years old, a contin- 
gency system (can be modified for younger children) can 
be used where a child must verbalise with adults in going 
from activity area to activity area* (tiie adults are sta-- 
tioned at every activity area) , The child is only re- 
warded for the production of sophisticated sentence 
structures* These suggestions may work in some day cars 
learning environments, but definitely not in all. Only 
an individually prescribed curriculum-geared for the needs 
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of each individual center will be appropriate. 



139, 

12?? 



This study analyzes the relationship between movement 
and language production In a day care setting. 

In a paper (Fiene, 1971) it was pointed out that 
relatively little rtsaareh hae been done on the "Tradi- 
tional Niureery School" progr^ (EvanSi 1971). In look- 
ing at moat programs (experJjnental) such as Beraiter* 
Engelmann (1969) , Karnes (1969) and Palmer (1969) there 
is a great body of reaeareh that goes along with it* 
However, in "Waditional Nuriery Sehool" settings, 

program exists but without the great body of research. 
It was also pointed out that Family Day Care Homes 
suffer the same malady* tflien one considers the fact 
that 85% of the children in the United States (DCCDCA^ 
1971) are enrolled in the above two centers ("Traditional 
Nursery Schools" and Family Day Care Homes) one becomes 
somewhat alarmed « 

Besides the fact that 85% of the children in the 
nation are either in a ra^itional Nursery School or a 
Family Day Care Canter , the other reason for investigating 
theie programs is that they are about the closest we 
can be r^oved from an uncontrollsJ^ non- laboratory 
setting. Also the progriuns do not vs^y much across the 
nation (Fiene, 1971) * h waditional Nursery school 
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mphmBizm tlie whole child using art, muiia, aognitiva 
games, dramatic play, free play and blegks t© help 
develop the child. Family Day Care Settings are basically 
custodial in their caring of children, Botii types of 
programe have sljnllar OTphaaes in supplying the child 
with an environment as comfortable and liking as the 
child's omi hcmi. 

In this study, two variables were looked ats (1) 
the time spent verbalising by Ss to otlier children in 
a group (Traditional Nursery School) and FMiily Day Care 
Home (Center) i (2) time was also taken on the movement 
of each child between activity areas. Time was kept 
by two observers using stop'^watchea on all the Ss. 
There has been research done by the Brar^ts' (1970) 
which indicates that there is a causal or at least a 
slight correlation beti/een movOTent and tha ©tiier types 
of development (language, cognition, etc*). 

My hypotheeea weres (1) there would be more ver-^ 
balizatione and more mov^ent in the Family Day Care 
Settingi (2) there would be less movement and leis ver- 
balizations in the Group Day Care Settings* 
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METHOD 



Subjects I 

Tan aubjeata, five males and five famalei batviean 
Uie agee of 28 and 54 months. All were white childran 
attanding day aare canters all day (Traditional Nursery 
Sohsol eurriculym strassed) * Ttoae malai and two f males 
ware randomly salactad rrcm a Family Day Cara Canter, 
The sama was dona in a Group Day Cara Centar, The 
population of tha Family Day Cara Center was 10. The 
population of tha Group Day Care Centar was 45, 

The Group and Family Day Care Centers ware matched 
for a Traditional Nursery Settings anphasizing aseentially 
ouitodial cara of children. 

Materials: 

Each obaervar had two stop watches to record the 
time spent in mov^ent and verbalising. 



Setting* 

The tiTO centars^e^'^ in the Islip Tewnship locatad 
in the Seuth-^Central protion of Long lalandf New York, 
These were lov; to middle income areas. 

In both centers there were well-defined activity 
^aas. These activity areas were a cognitive games 
area^ a blocks area^ an art areai a free play area^ ai¥d 
a dramatic play area. Activity areas were delineated on 
the following criteria i Blocks area-*^n area that con* 
tained any type of building toys (erector seta, unit 
blocks^ hollow blocks) i art area*-contained crayonSi 
coloring blocks, easils^ collage materials (felt^ paper # 
scissors); cognitive games—contained puzzles^ manipula- 
tive small muscle toysi dramatic play area—contained 
dolls ^ carriages, dress-up materials! free play ^ea*- 
contained outdoor equipment and large muscle equipment. 
Activity areas were broken off from each other by waist 
high (adult height shelves or toy cabinets). In both 
centers I all activity areas were mphasiged equally 
(i.a* children spent an equal amount of time in all 
areas) . 



1R6 



Recordings I ' 

The trained obsainftre would only start stop* 
watch for varbalizationa (in their right hand) if the 
child ware actually in a particular activity area engag-* 
ing in an activity when verbalising (i.e, child had to 
be playing — picking up a tcy# reading a book, dressing 
up, pushing a toy, etc*). If the child were verbalizing 
but not in an activity area, or moving from area to area, 
the atop*watch for vtrbalizations was not started. The 
observers woiild start the stop*watch for movement located 
in their left-hand if tiie child were moving from activity 
area to activity area. 

Procedure; 

4 

The observers v;ho did the recordings were pre- 
school teachers. One male# one female* training of 
observers was done week in advance to the actual 
collecting of the data for the study* 

The observers were located on the periphery of 
the room, they were free to move along the periphery 
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of tiia eenteri in order to get a better view of the 
childrent The observers spent 20 minutei in the morn- 
ing between 10:00'*10i30 in the canters. These times 
were selected for the staff interaeted with the child- 
ren as little as possible during this time* There was 
no large group play, the ohildren were engaged in solitary 
play with their peers. 

The observers would spend their 20 minutes of eaeh 
day as follows i They would enter one of the oenters, 
synohronize their stop^watohes so that each observer 
started observing at ^ecisely the same time. Only the 
timings w^e kept on eaoh of the ten Ss as they berbali- 
2ed and moved within the centers. Forty minutes of obser« 
vations v;ere obtained for eaeh S, There was a total of 
400 minutes of observations for all the Ss, The obser'^ 
vations v/ere done over a two week periad. Four 10 min- 
ute sessions per subjeot. 

Reliability was calculated for the two observers 
for each 10 minute observation sassion. Reliability 
was oalculated by the observers where if they were witti- 
in C*0 seconds of each other for ^eir tmings obtained 



on their stop^ ^watches ^ the observation v^as eonsidered 
valid. This averaged out to about ,91 aa a reliability 
oheok for the obiervers for each ieiiion. 



RESULTS Mm DISCUSSION 



The Ss ahowad a gignifioant teend in the Family 
Day Care Center to do Tnore rnoving and verbalizing v?ith- 
in activity areai and Itss movment between areas i than 
the Ss in the Group Day Care Centtr, (t ^ 1*76^ p<.10i 
t ^ 2,03, p<,10)* There v;as no iignificant differanae 
between tijne spent in movement in the activity areas 
and verbalizing in aetivity areas in either the Group 
or Family Day Care Centers, Although there was less 
movement between aotivity areas in the Family Day Care 
Genter than Uie Group Day Care Center this did not prove 
signifioant, however a trend did exist there, (See 
Graph #17.) 



Insert *^raph #17 
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Graph # 17 



Total Number of Minutes Reaorded by ObaaEvare. 
of Bm either moving or Verbalising in thm F^oily and 
Group Day Care Center 





Family Day 
Care Centers 


Group Day 
Care Centers 


T^Testa 


Movament 
Between 
Act, Areas 


195 minutes 


2S0 minutes 




Movement 
Within 
Act* Areas 


380 minutis 


170 minutes 


1,76* 


Verbalising 
in Aet. Areas 


498 minutes 


210 minutes 


2,10* 


t^tests 


,_, ^ 







P< .10 
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In analysing the data in Griph#17 evident 
that the 8a in the Family Day Care Center were highly 
mobile and fleKible v;ithin their various activity areas. 
These Bb were also verbalising at a higher level with 
each other in each of the activity areas. The level 
of diBtraction was lov/. This is signified by thm 
lov; level of time spent in movii^ from activity area 
to activity area. The Ss in the Group Day Care Center' 
appeared to be greatly distracted or at least more dis* 
tracted t^an the Ss in the Family Day Cum Center. 
This is shovm by Uie higher level of time spent in 
moving from activity area to activity Mea* 

This study shows some trends which were produced 
by the above custodial day care environments. The 
Family Day Care Center appears ta be providing an en*- 
vironment which allov/s more time for verbalising. The 
Group Day Care Center appears not to have as effective 
an envirownent for producing verbalisations. Of course 
I am not generalizing these stat«nents to the multitude 
of centers that exist btfora substantial data can be 
obtained p 
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h question which still has to be answered concerns 
the quality of caxe provided by Family and Gfoup Day 
Care Centtrs* This has to be aniwerod more fully using 
apprDpriat© cr iter la. If one ueaa the number of dlstrac- 
ticne or the amount of verbaliElng v/ltli the lesa dis* 
tractions, than whieh enyitoment v/ill provide the 
quality of care? 

This question of verballgationa has to hm analysed 
mora fully in looking at the rmture of theae verbaliza* 
tions. Distractions ean be goodl or bad dapanding on 
their timing* However/ the amount of verbalising would 
appear to be positively Qorrelated ^^tth intellectual 
developnent. The more verbal a ohildi the mo^e intelli-- 
gent, the more he/she communicates to his/her peers (Gordon/ 1972). 
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This sfeudy was the first In the series of analysing 
the child^s ecology by Gpeciflcally analyzing verbal 
Interactions between Ss in Family and Group day care. 

Thare has teen grtat di'^bati over what types □£ 
varbal behavior are characttristic of quality care* 
Ira Gordon (1972) has poinCed out that high intellective 
pQCentlal is rtadlly observable by the voli^ of time 
pears apind talking to each other. If we accapt this 
prtmise than we would state that a quality prograni 
would have a great deal of verballElng betweon peers* 
Another faeet of this irguamenc is whether the volume 
of verbaltzatlo^s is more Important than tho quality q2 
verlializatiQiia* Is eomplexity t^ore importanc than shier 
volyme? 

T\m asaumptions are being made in this study j 
(1) Complaxlty of verbaliiations is mort important 
than quantity of verballgationB; (2) the quanllty of 
care is dltectly related to the occurrence of the 
compliHity of verbalizatlonB, The hlghet tha^ occurr^ 
encG of compleK virbaligations the more desir table the 
care* 
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It hai been sho^m that trends towards mora ver- 
tallzlng in a Family Day Cara Center than In a Group 
Day Care Center have been aatabllshed (Viene, 1972). 
Howavsr, oni aspect of the nature of this volunia of 
verbaliEatlona la the character of these verbalisations 
Are they long or short ientences? Shere volume ian't 
as importarit as the cQCQpleKlty or iophiatlcation of 
these ientencea. Are the subjects within the Family 
Day Care Centers producing just more sentences or ara 
they produeing mora cQmplex Bentenees? 

I am predicting thati (i) Ss In the Family Day 
Care Ceiitnr will proCu*:*§ more oomples verbaliaatlons; 
(2) Ss In the Group iviy Cnre Center will produce more 
simple verhAl 1?^«finn.^ than f.nmplax verhallMtlona 
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Subjects: 

Till SB| five males and five f^malei between the 
ageg of 20 and 54 months. All ware white children 
attcsndinc day care cenCers full time (3 hrs/day)f 
Xhree males and two females were randomly sslactsd 
Cvom a farally day care center , The same was done 
Ir. a Group \'^y care renter* Xha Group and Family day 
c.ize cintei'c were t.u. .:1'.-J for a traditional nursery 
Detf. ings emphaeiginj c^s^iUtlally custodial care of 
th-LIdren. 

Materials: 

Eath ohBP.tv^t liai two stop watchefl to record the 
time sp^.nt in M-V sb v^.rcius N-'V^-A sancenia^s or varbali 
Eatlons# 
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The two centers were In Che lalip township loeated 
in tlie SQuth-Central portion of Long Island ^ New York. 
These vmre low to middle income araas. 

In both centeri there w^ra welljdafined aGtivity 
areas. These activity areas were a Qognltive games area, 
a blocks arasj an art araai a free play area, and a 
rivamatlc play area* Aativity areas were delineated on 
"iUe fellov^ing criteria i Blocks aria**an area that eon^ 
iL-inid a;»'/ type of L^ji.ldini Coys (erector eats, unit 
blocksp hQllow blof.Ur ' art areS'^-eontained erayQns, 
f.^lorlng blocks, Ba^it^^ collige materials (fait, paper, 
□clsiors); cognltiva ^'im^o area^^contained puizlea^ mani* 
puiatlve mall musel^ taya; dramatic play area-^contained 
dolls, carriaB^Sp dtRBs-up materials; fren play area— 
concalnid outdotir ^.'t'lipaent and large muscle aqulpment. 
Activity areao wtro broken off from e^ah athcr by waist 
high (^Jult height shelves or top cablnQLs). In both 
centers, all activity areas were gmphasiEcd equally 
(liS* children spent an equal amount of time in all areas) 

153 



The verbalizatlona wer^ recorded as aither U-V 
(nQun-verb or Bimpla verballEations) or N-V-^A (noun- 
verb-^adverb or noun or eonipleK verballgatloni) , The 
stop-watches would be started iimultaneously for the 
observer. If the verballgations -^mtm n slmpla vtrbali- 
Eatlono, the observer would ntop one otop watch at the 
completion of the verbalisation and record the time 
verbalizing* If the vtrballzationo we.^e a complex . 
verballEations, Che observor TOuld let both stop-watche 
run until the oomplacion of the verbalizations * then 
record the time of the compleK verbaligation. 



the observers uho did the recordlnss t^>ere prgschgo 
tiacherj. One mnla, one female* Training of observers 
was done one T/?ek in advai\ce to the accually collecting 
of the data fr?r rha studyt 

The obsetverr. *mtm located on th£^. periphery of the 
room, they were free to move alon^ the periphery of the 
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cencers in order to get a better vimr of the children 
and to hear the childLtn better for 7erba3.iEaclonSi 
The Dbaervera spent 20 minutes in the marnins betwen 
10i00^10:30 in the centera# These times wmve seleated 
for the staff interacted with the children as little as 
possible during this tiraa. There was no large group play* 
the children were engaged in solitary play or group play 
without adult intervention, 

The obaervers wuld spend their 2'd minutea of each 
day as fellows ^ they would enter one of the centerSi 
synchroniae their stop imcches so that each observer 
started observing at precisely the same tlitief Only the 
timinc^* v'r^rs kepr on each of the ten Ss as they verbalized 
within eht cintcj- ; . Forty minutea of observations were 
obtained for ear/n There was a total of 400 minutea 
of obeer/atlons tnT: nij. bs, The obaarvations were done 
over a two week pa^l^^d. Four ten mlaute sessions were 
taken on niich iMhj^j^*, , 

RullabJl'My calculated for the two observeri 
for each ten miauti observation session. Reliability 
was calculated b^' t,he obiervers wher^ if they ware 
within 30 aeconJa of each other for their timingi 
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obtained on their atop*watchaS| Che nbservation was 
conaidered valid. This averaged out to a .95 reliability 
che^k for each sesiion. 



As can be seeti in Gfiph^lBj cite Ss werf* producirig 
more N--V'^A (compleK sentence scructurei) in the Family 
Day Care Canters (t^l,96> P<*10). In the Ornup Day Care 
Center (sea Gsaph #11, the Ss produced more IHV Chan N-V-A 
sentence atructures (t-2*Dl, p-L,10)» 



Insert Graph # 18 



There were aoros ItJierint problaraa with this study 
which probably caused the low iignlficance levels. The 
toaaner of resordlug tines chrough the use of the itop^ 
watches was difficult and cumbersoma. Trying to coordinate 
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Graph # IS 



t^tests computed on nuabtr of verbali- 
zations produced by Ss in Faraily Day Care Centers 
on N^V'and N-V-A seutenea icructures 



r 



MDnber of Verbalizations 


N-V 


1810 




N-V-A 


2026 


t-test 


1.96* 


* p <ao 


157 





140 



Graph 19 



t"tests coniputed on l^fijnber of Verbali- 
zations produced hy Ss in Grouii Day Caru Centers 
on N-V and M-V-A sentence structures 



rfLDiiber of Verbalizations 




il-V 


i 

im 




N-V-A 


1677 




t-test 


2.01* 





* P<.10 
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your hands for simplt as virsus complete verbaligationi 
made it extremcily difficult on the obse^'virs. The problem 
of inticlpatlon in trying to figure out when a child wis 
talking and just moving his lips made for difficultiaa 
on obsetvationi. 

In future itudiasj I would reconwiend counting the 
frequency that a verbalisation occurred rather than its 
duration* This would provldi a mora vslid means of 
recotdi ng • 

This ooncludss the conitruction of the theorttioal 
baie for EMIS# TTie following thri*B chipttrs sre concerned 
with 1^-fhat EMIS is doing right now: How it works and more Im 
porta;itly what it hau produced. 
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CHAPTER 3 



DEMOGRAPHIC DATA, REGIONAL MODEL, BASELrNE 



In looking at the demographic data it is self-evident 
that child development services, in particularj day care 
Services are direly needled in the State. Here are some summary 
statistics. There are presently 455i 2^44 children under five 
years of age. Of that figure, 113 ^ 017 children are In some 
form of child care arrangement* Economically ^ there "^tq^ 
302, 470 famines who maKe under iS^OOO/year; 631, 798 make 
less than $10 , OOO/year. 

Presently 5 there are 67 ,678 women in the labor force 

with children under five. There an additional 337,202 

viomen with children under flve^and how many of these women 

would like to return to ynrk but can**^ because they don't 

9 

have child care prov.ision8i 

These figures are definitely a strong indicator of the 
need^ or at least the potential need for child care services 
in the stete. 
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nfi 3^n 


63,165 


139,773 


4fnrn]5iron9 




74,763 


754 






IS Q7n 


^ 7QR 


8,283 


9,629 i 






196,482 


11,585 








Ifi OOR 


8,457 


21,973 , 






42,186 


143 


24 


20.667 


21.686 


3,632 


2,980 


4,956 : 


JiPidir 


134,161 


981 




63 911 


71.445 


10.617 


7,752 


15,118 






57,773 


64 


125 


28j237 


19, W 


5,450 


' 3,158 


5,978 




197 Q41 


127,296 


437 


. 20B 


62.314 


65,627 


11.043 


5,433 


13,474 




1R6.7S5 

J.OM 1 i UJ 


183,102 


3,454 


229 ' 


89,928 


96,857 


13,941 


9,600 


19,827 ' 




7.096 


7,070 


14 


12 


3j359 


3,73? 


600 


246 


711 






50,446 


65 


6? ■ 


24.284 


26,289 


3,775 


2,812 


6,65? 




97,346 


1,384 


637 




47.207 


8,027 


4,151 


9,720 


19 riaHnn 




38,327 


40 


47 ■ 


18,695 


19,719 


3,122 


2,463 


4,300 




74,619 


74,371 


14B 


inn ' 

ivy 




38.4*17 


6.332 


5,193 


8,75? 


14 THnfA^ 

iTiyiinton 




37,618 


45 




18,343 


19 378 


2.897 


2,048 


4j664 




114 


54,995 


112 


7 ^ 


26,475 


28,639 


4,200 


3,014 


7,086 


lA pT2\fi?^TA 


fll 34? 


80,164 


1,045 


133 1 

*f V 


39,689 


41,653 


6,979 


4,263 


8,529 






37,736 


9 


25 i 


]fi 3B0 


19.390 


3,626 


1,610 


4,470 ' 


IP 


254,183 


8,951 


wn 


127 041 


136,613 


23,392 


10,203 


25,739 






147,906 


6,658 




74 466 


80 901 


12.388 


12,935 


17,383 ' 






4,884 


1 


4] ; 


2 461 


2.465 


361 


310 


576 , 




in 77A 


10,705 


57 


AT 




5 413 


990 


894 


1,303 






35,716 


336 


38 


17 377 


18,713 


2,690 


3,094 


3,836 


^o^riunxingwn 




38,074 


996 


% 


19.365 


19,743 


3,228 


2,673 


4,336 , 
8,011 


^4* Indiana 




78,853 


473 




38 153 


41.298 


6,306 


4,532 


4^D#jirierson 




43,643 


29 


93 


20 890 


22,805 


3,205 


3,085 


5,264 




lA 710 


16,699 


7 


ft 


fl 169 


8 543 


1,415 


1,093 


2,052 ' 


4/#L3CKawinna 


234; 107 


104.455 


941 


419 


109^765 


124,342 


16,414 


11,977 


27,15? ; 




ini ^7>i 


2.770 
1,806 


14Q 


51,948 


55.425 


7.942 


5,339 


15,883 I 


29* Lucerne 




340,008 




161 040 


Ifil 9hl 


23.612 


19,427 


39,54? 


JO,LycQining 




111,738 


1,305 








9 256 


5,370 


12,709 ; 


3LMcKian 


51,915 


51,748 
121,745 


53 


114 


24,826 


' 27,089 


4,48? ^ 


2,874 


6,026 i 




5,250 




f)0 591 
21,501 


64-Q^4 


9.934 


5,303 


12,942 
5,43? 


33. iff lit) 


45,268 


45,131 


93 


44 


23,767 


4,057 


2,63? 


34,filonToe 


45,422 


44,689 


616 


117 


21,752 


23,670 


3,379 


2,179 


4,055 


35,fAjntour 


16,508 


16,427 


31 


50 


7,561 


8,947 


1,145 


788 


1,559 



ERIC 



PENiVLWiNIA 


Jotil PoDulition*- 


1970 Census ' 








-- ■nnnugrTgiiii.iy - 


pOUNTIES 

i 


Total 


Wti 


Black 


Other 


ill 


FiUiie 


Children'^ 044,999 
Under 5 


$5.0DO- 


9?.Peny 


nd 99,19D 
28,615 


98,985 
28,545 


140 
35 


65. 
3S 


46,863 
14,194 


52,322 . 
14,421 


0 410 




21,284 


38,Piks 
i3?, Potter 
40.SehuylkiIl 


11,818 
16,395 


11,762 
16,309 
159,623 


27 

35 
309 


29 
51 
157 


5,731 
8,045 
76,195 


6,087 
8,350 
§3,894 


1.465 
11.230 


' 177 
If I 

1 U7 
' 10.R41 


1 970 

1,925 
20 0^0 


41. Snyder 


29,269 


29,082 


157 


30 


14,458 


14,811 


2,412 


• 1.447 


3,165 


42iSomeriit 


76,037 


75,844 


m 


81 


37,058 


38,979 


6,013 


! 5,307 


8,483 
572 


43,Sullivin 


5,961 


5,937 


15 


9 


2,976 


2,985 


463 


448 


4iSuiqu6hinni 


34,344 


34,261 


39 


44 


17,003 


17,341 


3.016 


. 2,079 


3i8QI 


45i Tioga 


39,691 


39,558 


71 


62 


19,249 


20,442 


3,390 


- 2,358 


4,340 
2 584 


4^, Union 


28,603 


27,780 


734 


89 


14,923 


13,680 


2,106 


1,219 


4"?. Venango 


62,353 


61,885 


393 


?5 


30,122 


32,231 


4,876 


i 3,171 


6,883 


48. Warren 


47,682 


47,548 


73 


61 


23,190 


24,492 


R7R 
^fD iy 




4,?60 
23,66^ 


49.1lilast)ington 


210,876 


202,972 


7,662 


242 


102,370 


103,506 




11 fi'^n 

1|988 
19J39 
1,211 


(j 50. Wayne 
if* ,51. Westmoreland 
M.Wyoniing 


29. 5B1 
376 J35 
19,082 


29.237 
370.261 
19,033 

_- .. . 


318 
6.092 
37 


26 
585 
12 


14,804 
182,710 
9,440 


14,777 
194,225 
9,642 


2,266 
29,867 
1,799 


2,090 


Total- 




















52 Counties 

1 


5,930,303 


5,707,015 


211,447 


11|843 


2,850,644 


3,079,659 


455,244 


302,470 


631,793 



Cliart 1 2 



161 



ERIC 



( , ( 



i 

1 




iinllv lneofe-"1959'H0iH'ari3 


MffTiilTi 


Fl970"Csnsiis 


FemaB Hsidsd ?amllies-1970'Cinlus 


PiNiVLVANIA 


|10,ODO^ 


$155000- 


$25,000 


Total 


Women with 


tain '4th 


Total 


tain with 


Ifomen with 


COUNTIES 


$14,999 


$24,999 


or iiors 




childrin 


childrin undi 




childrin 


children under 


i 

i 
1 










undir 6 yn, 


6 yrs, and In 




under 6 yrs 


.6 yrs. and In 


1 












labor fores 






labor fsicf 


l.Allighiny 


119,980 


67,121 


21,133 


352,631 


84,819 


12,716 , 


49,370 


10;234 
430 


!3,444 
155 


;2.Arfnotrong 


4,09? 


l,4?l 


1 251 


17,935 


4,350 


692 


1,684 


jlBiaver 


16,704 


6,677 


1,101 


48,800 


12,231 


2,001 


5,029 


1,226 


445 


4JidfQrd 


2,353 


769 


284 


10,001 


2,703 


690 


938 


222 


76 


:5,Blair 


B,614 


35II2 


73] 


30,635 


7,714 


2,064 


3,826 


856 


368 


'6.Biadford 


3,781 


1,407 


25? 


12,662 


3,876 


1,098 


1,323 


380 


193 


7,Butlsr 


9,115 


3,411 


589' 


28,523 


8,468 


1,412 


2,308 


505- 


1 252 


B#Ca.nbiia 


11,726 


4,267 


1,016 


40,180 


9,780 


1,553 


4,867 


964 


348 


9iCaiieron 


639 


"229 


42 


1,629 


454 


150 


192 


54 


' 36 


ilQiCarbon 


3,157 


985 


109 


11,884 
19,595 


2,706 


721 


1,442 


213 


95 


il.Cetitre 


5,244 


2,913 


759 


6,150 


1,616 


1,347 


368 


; 218 ■ , 


lia.Clarion 


1,859 


735 


123 


8,381 


2,293 


441 


788 


155 


J 56 


^13.Cliirfi6ld 


4,006 


1,254 


231 


16,665 


4,164 


1,058 


2,011 


496 ' 


246 


:14,Clinton 


2,126 


702 


109 


8,634 


2,115 


700 


873 


215 


103 


'15,ColuiiM3 


1,604 


990 


213 


12,664 


3,230 ' 


966 


1,322 


323 


189 


16, Crawford 


5,593 


2,104 


366 


18,343 


5,121 


1,318 


1,733 


427 


160^ 


jl7,Elk 


2,521 


716 


128 


8,326 


2,509 


730 


719 


141 


92' 


ilS.Erii 


18,921 


8,066 


2,075 


57,034 


16,391 


3,678 


6,208 


1,716 


784 


;19,Fayette 


7,525 


2,467 


404 


34,345 


8,662 


1,182 


4,839 


1,212 - 


380. 


jSOJorest 


330 


109 


15 


1,164 


300 


48 


57 


13 1 


7 


:21.Fuiton 


531 


169 


46 


2,539 


713 


221 


267 


89 ' 


51 


22.Greeni 


1,854 


597 


83 


7,963 


1,823 
2,237 


308 


1,020 


271 ] 


111 


'23, Huntingdon 


2,038 


618 


120 


8,548 


636 


1,040 


282 


147 


i24Jndiini 


4,054 


1,742 


406 


17,046 


4,323 


683 


1,573 


361 1 


127 


bjefferion 


2,460 


775 


161 


10,113 


2,294 


550 


1,080 


220 1 


85 


j26#Juniati 


929 


265 


31 


4,043 


1,070 


254 


289 


79 ; 


47 


j27.Lickawanna 


14,855 


6,027 


1,465 


50,962 


12,104 


2,743 


8,154 


730 


260 


;28, Lawrence 


7,450 


2,615 


494 


24,330 


5,768 


848 


2,898 


611 i 


198 


i29iLuzirni 


21,795 


7,808 


2,065 


76,283 


17,703 


'4,487 


12,148 


1|547 : 


691: 


.30, Lycoming 


7,820 
3,519 


2,742 


575 


25,618 


6,998 


2,067 


2,693 


736 i 


357' 


|31,teKein 


1,135 


229 


11,956 


3,109 


868 


1,332 


372 1 


138 


■32.tecgr 


9,423 


3,781 


754 


28,590 
10,685 


7,127 


1,282 


2,642 


747 1 


325' 


:33,lfflin 


2,989 


971 


203 


3,107 


, 730 


1,018 


313 1 


144 


'34iltenroe 


3,303 


1,352 


251 


10,471 


2,631 


751 


1,043 


260 


135 


3,ltontour — ^ 


_84Q„. 


™323_, 






J3i_ 


266 


308 


91 1 


65 





L Annual Family Incor!is--1969 


Husbind/ifi _Fi]ijiliii4970 Ciniu 


si Fimili Hiided Fami. 


ies^97(rCfiniul| 


?mmmm 




' $15,OD0- 


$25,000 


Total 


Woinin with 


taen with 


[ Totir 


Mm with 


Ifomen with 


COUNTIES 


114,999 


$24,99t 


or tnoii 




children 


children und 




children 


children iinder 


i 

i 










under 6 yrs 


6 yii, and in 


under 6 yra, 


6 yri. ind in 


i 














labor forei 






libor foi'ca 


36.Nosthiiib§^lir 


d 5,550 


1,411 


m 




23,287 


5,653 


1,641 


3,196 


613 


300 


37,Perry 


1,746 


672 


155 




6,806 


1,959 


585 


535 


112 


80 


38,Pikfl 


799 


380 


76 




3,014 


640 


157 


175 


29 


16 


i39,Potto 


875 


256 


76 




3,^52 


1,213 


347 


319 


65 


26 


;40,Sehuylkill 


9s 186 


2,491 


453 




36,542 


8,584 


1,941 


55343 


882 


396 


UliSnydar 


1,651 


580 


103 




6,219 


1,734 


568 


490 


149 


90 


'42iSoniersit 


4,036 


1,741 


414 




17,679 


4,532 


844 


1,792 


306 


103 


:43.Sullivin 


338 


128 


28 




1,427 


367 


84 


94 


26 


10 


44,Susqu6hanni 


2,128 


768 


166 




7,779 


2,272 


612 


720 


154 , 


76 


45,Tiogl 


2,107 


833 


136 




8,713 


2,580 


663 


714 


240 


118 


46, Union 


1,610 


737 


128 




5,697 


1,537 


428 


392 


141 


94 


47,\/enango 


3,720 


1,351 


215 




13,694 


3,631 


685 


1,374 


269 


83 


48Jarr8n 


3,563 


1,304 I 


318 




10,564 
49,187 


3,033 


919 


1,017 


308 


159 


49iWashlngton 


14,286 


5,749 


1,046 




12,125 


1,951 


5,300 
667 


1,189 


379 


50,Wayni 


1,566 
29,046 


557 ■• 


190 




6,617 


1,762 


485 


102 


31 


SlJestnioreland 


12,176 
394 


2,132 




88,811 
4,457 


23,456 
1,339 


3,724 


8,611 


1,609 


606 ^ 




1,238 


60 




316 


: 384 


63 


. 26 


Totals- i 






















52 Counties 


397,206 


171,953 42,885 

i 


ii: 


J26,633 


337,202 


67,678 


159,504 


33,116 


13,121 


■ 

1 


1 

K 



Chart I 4 



ERIC 





PHlSYLVAflW 

COITIES 


1970 Census 


'EnrfiUinint 


KlndergHten inrollm^nt 

1910 Ciraui • . . 


Day' Cari Piogrir Bnr'tfllifiinr^*AgeD-5"'" ' 

Titii iB^-iit4!'75 _ m Titai m^-m 

Totil Titii "^nitlitle IH " ' 


Jotal_ 


I Public 


'Priviti 


Total 


Public 


Private 




LAUigheny 


7,208 


2j529 


4,679 


22,515,18,597 


3,918 


3,814 


1,800 


2,014 




2»Ariiistrong 


84 


6? 


17 


1,075 


1,062 


13 


213 


45 


168 : 


■SiBisvi'i' 


483 


270 


213 


3,036 


: 2,954 


1 82 


240 


45 


195 : 


I^.Bedford 


28 


22 


6 


199 


111 ! 88 


41 


17 


24 


■SJlair 


264 


104 


160 


1,9B8 


1,930 


i 58 


272 


13D 


142 ; 


6iBridfsrd 


102 


50 


52 ■ 


1,070 


1,064 


1 ^ 


231 


: 213 


18 i 


;7Jgtlir 


123 


64 


59 


1,275 


1,038 


i 237 


112 


35 


77 . 


I.CaiTibiia 


255 


90 


165 


2,423 
95 


2,205 


218 


315 


200 


115 ^ ■ : 


9.Cai'!iiion 


0 


0 


0 


95 


0 


0 


' 0 




10*Carbon 


1 54 


50 


4 


708 


680 


28 


16 


16 


0 i 


ll.Cintre 


503 


185 


315 


1,667 
307 


1,667 


0 


149 


■ 120 


29 


IS.CIaiion 


21 


0 


21 


296 


U 


53 


' 0 


53 ! 


la.Ciearfieid ^ 


32 


32 


0 


1,037 


1,037 


0 


0 


0 


0 1 


l4.Clinton 


105 


55 


50 


534 


516 


18 


123 


20 


103 ' i 


l5,Colufiibia 


36 


22 


14 , 


572 


572 


0 


120 


■ 50 


70 . 1 


IfiiCrawfoid 


109 


62 


47 


1,244 


1,237 


7 


319 


s 185 


134 ; 


H 




5 


0 


5 


673 


654 


19 


0 


^ 0 


0 




l8.£rie 


■ 901 


332 


569 


4,328 


4,146 


182 


822 


' 430 


392 


19. Fayette 


188 


115 


73 


2,648 


2,579 


69 


135 


■ 85 


50 




0 


0 


0 


55 


55 


0 


0 


': 0 


0 


ai.Fulton 


7 


7 

■ 


0 


75 


68 


7 


115 


■ 57 


58 


22.0reini 


43 


43 




302 


302 


0 


206 


125 


81 


23,Huntingdgn 


61 


34 


27 


626 


620 


6 


125 


57 


68 


24. Indiana 


127 


84 


43 


863 


8&4 


9 


301 


.130 


171 


25Jeffirson 


10 


10 


0 


624 




0 


31 


- 0' 


31 


26* Juniata 


a 


0 


0 


265 


265 


0 


12 


' 0 


12 


27iLafikawinna 


467 


202 


265 


3,544 


3,309 


235 


953 


848 


105 


,28,Liwrence 


124. 


86 


38 




1,030 


171 


27 


0 


27 


29i Luzerne 


425 


215 


210 


4,494 


4,189 


305 . 


404 


357 


47 


'30.Lyco.T)ing 


170 


171 
A/1 


27 


2,001 


1,969 


32' 


89. 


16 


73 


SlJeKean 


41 


15 


26 


903 


895 


8 


54 


0 


54 


,32Jereer 


357 


162 




1,937 


l,7fl2 


155 


135 


80 


55 


'33.ifflin 


54 


39 


15 


803 


775 


28 


50: 


50 


0 


34,Monioe 


70 


42 


28 


888 


882 


6 


75 


0 


75 




35,lfentour 


7 

1 


7 


0 


167 


167 


0 


26 


6 


20 


1 






i 

















ERIC 

Chartii 



N 





Nursery *3cnosi t 


nroiiment 


Kinairqarttri En 


roUniint 


Day Ciri hmm Enirolioient-^qi 0-5 




1970 Cenius 




1970 Census 


. . 


iltii 1V*-J 




Not Title IV''A*''l97c 




Total public" 


'Private 


Totil 


PubUc 


Priviti 


Totil 


^ ? _L 1 T1 1 A 


'Not Title IH 


JOfNorcnuingirlanQ 


61 


34 


2/ 






28 


73 


4U 


i 55 


3?,Pirry 


f) 

V 


w 


0 


li 


Jo 


34 




A 
U 


14 


38#Pike 






! 31 


134 


134 


0 


u 


u 


ft 
0 


iVi Potter 


5 


0 

w 


5 


169 


169 


0 


U 


0 


0 


WiQcnuyiKUi 




DU 


32 




2jUig 


84 




25d 


33 






1/1 


9 




3d9 


0 






' ^A 

39 


42*Soiiieri§t 


1 IQ 


□7 


30 ■ 


887 


' 866 


21 




1 A& 

lUD 


110 


*fo#yL!iilV3n 


U 


U 


0 


12 


) 72 


0 


65 


43 


ft A 

i 22 


^Hfousqiiensnns 


Li 


91 


8 


189 


i Aj 

% 


93 


23 


23 


0 


45iliogi 


ki 

0/ 


Jo 


31 


498 


m 


6 


161 


148 


13 


40, union 


Uw 




6 


332 


332 


0 


its 
DU 


0 


i A 

60 


,47* Venango 


129 


67 


62 




695 


35 


287 


160 


127 , 


nirrcn 


/B 


3D 


46 


733 


704 


29 


10 


ft 
u 


78 


ACS liU ^ 4 ^ 

4yjasningtoii 


432 


277 


155 


2,745 


2,686 


. 59 


m 


105 


290 




67 


3 


64 i 


468 


462 


6 


83 


4 

39 


79 


iSlJistmoreland 


767 


255 


512 ' 


4,797 


4,043 


754 


312 


273 


Wyoming 


69 


43 


i 

% \ 


192 


192 


0 


366 


360 


6 


' Total-- 

1 






\ 














' 52 Countiei 


14,547 


6,178 




82,073 


75,008 


7 dA^ 1 


12,005 


. 6,419 


5,586 . 
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ERIC 



( 



PENOTANIA 
COUNTIES 



1, AUighsny 

2, Ar[nitrorig 

3, Beavir 

4, BedfQrd 
5iBlair 

6, Bradford 

7, Butlir 
8, 



9iCaineTon 
lOiCarbon 

11. Centre 

12. Clarion 
13iCli3rfiild 

14, Clinton 

15, Colgiiibi8 

'n.Elk 
IS.Erii 
19iFiyett8 
20*Forist 
2LFulton 
22*Greinfl 
23i Huntingdon 
24. Indiana 

25. Jiffirson 

26. Juniata 
2?,Lickiwanni 
28iLBwrinci 
29iLyziini 
30 1 Ly coming 
Sl.McKian , 
32,iie«er 
;33,ifflin , 
|34iMonroe 

ERIC 



Infants snii Toddliri 



Day Care Progrp |nrQllingnt^"Age 0-^ 1973 



Total 



239 
42 
12 

, 6 
28 
2 



0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
4 

1 

0 

0 

15 

Q 
0 
10 

0 
4 

26 
0 
2 

42 
16 
19 
10 
18 
0 
0 



ntii IV 

-A . 
55 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 

^ 0 
0' 
2 
0 
0 
D 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 
0 

34 
10 

7 
6 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 



Not TltM 
IV-A 



134 
42 
12 
6 

26 
2 
6 
6 
0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
2 
i 
0 
0 

15 
0 

0 

10 
0 
0 

26 
0 
2 

e 

6 

12 
4 
16 
0 

■ 0 
4 

a 



Totil 

m 
m 

18 
214 
116 

73 
131 

0 

42 
45 
57 
0 

119 
71 

144 
0 

643 
52 
0 

48 
19 
92 
145 
31 
10 
412 
48 
302 
109 
42 
98 
Q 
71 
24 



PfiSflhopleT'S 
'Titli IV 
4 
1,857 
0 
0 
0 

98 
100 
2 

22 
0 

42 

22 
4 

0 
18 
2 
10 
0 

266 
2 
0 
0 

27 
24 
0 
0 
0 

315 
27 
267 
40 
4 

43 
0 
0 

e 



Not Titli 

r 

l"830 
126 
183 
18 

116 
16 
71 
109 
0 
0 
23 
53 
0 
lOJ 

69 
134 

0 
377 
50 
0 
48 
81 
68 
145 
31 
10 
97 
21 
35 
69 
38 
55 
0 
71 
IS 



Homes 



Centers 



465 
0 
20 
10 
42 
4 
6 
4 
0 
0 
16 
0 
0 
B 

31 
0 

0 

13 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

60 
0 
0 

62 
0 

22 
2 

25 
0 
0 

25 



lpll9 
108 

99 
14 

107 
114 
73 
0 
0 
16 
59 
0 
0 
20 

41 

48 

0 
503 
50 

0 
44 
40 
46 
38 

0 

12 
233 
27 
297 
55 
29 
69 
0 
50 
0 



Head 
Jtait 
'i,020 
60 
76 
0 

50 
91 
0 

29 
0 

17 

2 

53 
0 

95 
0 

86 
0 

42 
0 
0 
14 
68 
46 
77 
31 
0 

148 
0 
0, 

32 
0 

13 
0 
0 
0 



Othey 
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Infants ind Toddlars 



Da y Car e Pr ogtairi. §arol Iment— Aqt? J- 5 



1973 



IBS 


Total 


Title TV 
-A 


Hot tit If 
TV-A 




rthumberland 6 


2 


4 

*T 


OQ 


rry 


H 


0 


4 


10 


ke 


0 


0 




w 


tter 


0 


0 


0 


0 


huylkin 


13 


7 


A 
y 






4 


0 


4 


35 


nerset 


0 


. ■ 0 


0 


112 


Ulvan 


22 


2 


'2 


32 


squehinna 


0 


0 


0 


0 


oga 


0 


0 


0 


81 


Ion 


a 


0 


2 


58 


nango 


16 


0 


16 


125 


rren 


2 


0 


2 


76 


shington 


la 


0 


12 


314 




7 


0 


7 


75 


stmorelind 


12 


0 


12 


285 


«ng 


0 


0 


0 


6 


I.. 

aunties 


624 


137 


487 


8,664 



Preschoolers 



Title IV 
-A 



37 
0 
0 
0 
'79 
0 
2 

30 
0 

68 
0 

14 
0 

36 
4 

24 
0 



3,492 



Not Tltlt 



51 
10 
0 
0 
27 
35 
110 
2 
0 

13 

58 
111 

76 
278 

71 
261 
6 



5,172 



Ho.Ties 



14 

14 
0 
0 

14 
0 
6 

24 
0 
0 
0 

44 
D 
8 

12 
14 
6 



W9 1,032 



Centirs 



80 
0 
0 
0 

92 
39 
56 
30 
0 

49 
8 

37 
0 

178 

69 
83 
0 



J 



Chart ^ B 



f 



MM. 



Internal temorandum on Contracts for Day Care l^ograr,, Pennsyivanls Departraent 
of Public Welfare* Fiscal Year 1974-1975. 



Schriber, Piter E, and Cohen,Allan S. "The tenagrnent Information Systemi Application 
in Day Care Program AsseEs.iient." CHSD Report No. 29. College of iiuman Development, 
Pennsylvania State University. University Park, Pennsylvania* June, 1973. 



U.S. Buieau of the Census. 1970 Decennial Censiis, General Population CherateristiG: 
for Pennsylvanii, 



ANNUAL REPORT 



The Qpm nataJxe of the Appalachian oode has provided for easy adaptation 
in eadi of tiie thirteen states, Pannsylvania has diosen to fund a mde variaty of 
prograns in the ^paladiian Oiild Developnent Program which OTploy several models 
for delivery of cariiprehensive services. The follwing list incliK3es all services 
provided directly by programs fund^ by Saction 202 of tin .-^p(ilachian Code, 
specifically in the Oiild Devel^TOnt family^ 

toformat?,on and Referral Services 

P^matal Care 

NWical, BAicational, Social, mtricion and Delivery 

Postoatal Care for Mothers 

M^ical, Educational, f^ial CXitreach Seirvices, 
Nutrition 

Sickle Cell toonia Sar^nirg 
Mothers and Children 

P^iattic ttealth Services 

M^ical Screening and Tteatineit 
^^ch, hearing and Vision Screwing 
Infant Stimulation 
Dental Screoiing and Tteatoimt 

Parent Kucatiui ard ft-e-Birth Classes 

Special mucation for Mentally and Physically 
Handicapped Qiildren 

Center Day Care 

Family Day Care 

Hone VisitOTs in E^ly Ouldhood Education 

Training aM Education 

High School Preparatory Coirses 

College Level Cour^^as 

On the Job Itainir^ 

Referral to Caapmtmcy Certifies -ion 

This report //as taken from the 1974-75 ARC report for the Govfrnor' s Office. 

153 



The service network include such resources asi 



IjDcal 4^ Carmittees (OaTimuriity Coordinated Child Care 

202 Health Planning Councils 

I^cal Developnent Districts 

314B COTipreJierisive Health Plan?iing ^encies 

For Fiscal ^ear 1974^1975^ tkm follcwirg clusters of services are fcudget© 

to provide ccrnr '^hansj \/e services to the specified number of consumers i 

Screening and .utreach Services 

(Froj©3t Nane) (Children/Fami Ues 

NortiieETi Tier CAA Early Childhoaa Project 350 

Caminicaticns Scr^iing of Preschool Children 7/200 

Hiah Fisk Project of Blair Hone Nursing Pgrnnay ' 600 

Mid Wifery Prcgran of ttetemal Health Agmc>' of 
Noi^theast Pennsylvania ' 800 



Mtocna HospitaJ Social S^vices Project ' 8r090 

Bedford 4«C Infomation and Referral Project 1,037 

18,077 

CaT yrehensive Day Care, Faaily Day Care , an d Infant-Toddler^ Care 

(Project Narre) (Children Served] 

Childreri^s Services of Tiaja Ctounty 125 

Bradford County Quid Developrient /jftf^ram 120 

Sullivan Cornfr^ Qiild Developient ftcgram 48 

Columbia CounQ^ Day Care, Inc- 155 

Carbon Clxinty Child Developnent Progran 60 

Luzerne Infant-Tcddler Program 30 
Htftlin Cn.m^ Child Developneit Center " '125 

Huntijigdon Coun^ M^el Quid DevelopncTit Pr^ram 63 

Blair Ctounty Area Day Care 78 

Cmtoria County QiiM Developnent Center 200 

NortjTview Heights Infant Care ^oject 30 

All^heny Bd*=Mrf. Center Irrfant Care Project ' 20 

Schjylkill County Child Develc^ent l^ogram 90 

Birrell Towship Renovation (Parmt Child Center) 30 

Blair County ^ea Day Care Bcpa^ion 60 

Fulton Caanty Chijd Dcwelopiait ftrogran 84 

Luza'ne Cam^ Teoi Pq&l Parmts Pr^ran 17 



1,335 
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Fanily Planning Sen/ice ^ 

(P^ject Name) (itanen S&cv^ 

Family Planning of tNtestern Pc nsylvania 3,800 

Fluntingdon^Bedford Family Plannirg 1,300 

Columbia--f-lont:o.ir FaiTLily Plannii^ - 500 

. = • '^t Couity Frjinily Planning 200 

5,800 



181 
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aild Developneit services in the CanTOnwealth are prwidrf. throijgh State 
agencies and ragional mechanisi^. Only the Appalachian Qiild Developnent Projects 
receive state ^ regional and l^^l review by ijiteragenQ^ carmittees with consijmjr 
input through l^al (CaTmunity Coordinate Qiild Care) COTmittees. Sp^dfic 
local projects have suTCessfully demonstrate the feas^ili^ and ^-acticality of 
providing ccnprehensive services thraigh a suigle entry way approach* The Cambria 
Coan ^ Child Develcprent Rco^am^ for ^aiple^ demonstrate this kind of approach 
by uniting a variety of service into one facility in a raBOte area of the ooi^ty. 

By tte nature of Penraylvania's iK^ge ge^raphic span and mountaincus 
terrain^ regionalization is an impOT'tant concept in delivering aDy s^vicas to its 
residents. State,, regional ard local b^i^ n^d to be established for thm purpose 
of o^'^r>;ing oat an effective service delivery ^stOT, 

The Governor has directea the Cnrincnwealth Child Devel^ment Coimttee^ 
funded in p^t by ABC/ to teing all prD^^.\ =tis for diildren togetlm^. 

The delivery systen has b^n a^amined more closely through the establish*- 
ment of an interagency task force initiating a state Office of Oiild Developnent. 
It has been fouM that a re^evaluation of the present systOT is in order. Through 
tim use of ATC funds, ^paladiian services have been ej^anded and ini^ermingled to 
best utilize tlie very limits resources of the r^ions, while tapping otherwise 
inaccessible Federal dollars. 

Servires in areas wh^e A^aladiian projects ap^mtm, have broaden^ Jhe 
Fcop^ in t'^jinns of ocmprehensivenesG* wenrie^ engage in specific s^vices arm 
mure aware of the n^d for ccxDrdination and planrdng a r^ult of the Appalachian 
prograni. 

Integrated provider agencies ar'e locate in variaas portiom of the 

i^palachian part of the state. The Cantria Coimty ChiM Development Center is an 

15S 



ARC"furd^ project oorprisijig programs for all needs of children zero to thm fiftli 
year including dental care, physical therapV/ m^ical attenti.on^ nutxition^ e^ucaldon 
ard outreach service. 

The United Services Ag^Q' of Northeastern Perm^lvania is a unique c^ter 
housing all public agen^-sponsor^ progrars in WilkM-=Barre, An ARC Inf mt^ToddlK' 
Center ard Pre--School is looat-ed within the canter^ which this year includes a Teen^ 
age Parent Program, 

The following provide agencies conprise Perinsylvan i a ' s State service 

networks ' 

Pennsylvania Depairtnient oJ Health 

Peimsylvaraa Departtnent of Education 

Permsylvania Departoient cf Public WeUare 

Pennsylvania Depc^tment of Canminity Mfairs 

* Pennsylvania D^artmmt of ^rioiltm^e 

1 

Of this service netoork/ 2* of the funds for btate-'su^ort^ progranis ..^.^^cted 
by ARC Qiild DevelcpTient fuMs. Of the Federal total, 3% is suppt^rtai = ARC Qiij-d 
Development funds. 

The COTnonwealth Qiild tevelopment Caiinitt.ee is in the proems of 
evaluating the sucoess of the dOTonstration arRa^s r^ional service delivery maiel, 
nils consisted of a regional staff, Eupplanented vdth coxmty crordinators to 4ct in 
a liaison capacity with project directora^ assuring ooOTdinJition of services, 
training and ccniTiunity input- 

Sc.T^ exaiTples of services integration in the followir^ cat^ories are* 
(a) Personnel: In the Altcona H^pital Social Services Project, case'-^ 
workers actually participate in the Q-dld Health Confrarenc^ (well-- 
baby clinic) int^e pro«dure. The case^rker has ^oven to be a 
n^ed addition to the Child Health Program in Blair County. 




(b) Facilities I Because the lack oc aj^riAT^d strjchi res in Appalachian 



formet school buildings and a unit^ service age;.:y ^hicii hojsas ail 
public agenciM ' i the ccun^. 

In most cases, otii^ pr^rammed services cperate on tiie sane premises 



and contribute their valu^le a^ limted spac^ ? the Appaladiian project. 

(c) Existijng ServiGesi Because the Child Devel4xnent prograrns off^ 
alternative mediaiisns to pceaont agency functions / staff are^ in most 
caries, less threatenii^ to t±ie rural farlly. In turn, these outreach 
serviceB provide appr^riate oounselir^ and referral which maximizes ^ist^ 
ing programs under-^utiliz^ lad< of visibility m the oomfjuiity and 
transportation difficulties. 

Direct results of -ARC GUid Developnent Service have ijiclud^ the 
expansim of many piiilic prolans at thm local level* Consumer partici'- ^ 
pation has inCTeased public awaraiess of available services whidi would 
not otherwise hm tapp^. 

(d) Fimds: One single ©carple of ABC ftmds Urr ilii^ to spring fortii 
ottier Federal dollars is the case of Title (for family planning and 
day care services) , 

In Fiscal Year 1974-75, $1,098,796 of ARC genwated $4,286,242 in 
Title IV" A of tiie Social Securi^ Act* 

Other sour«s of State and Federal aid include Title XIK for early and - 



periodic screening, Medical Assistance payments. Title I and Title III of Elsnentary 
and Seccndary Education Act, Flood Rerovery Monies for Pemsyltmnia, Departnent of 
Camimi^ Affairs funds, the Neighborhood Assistance Act, aM State day care 
^propriations * 



Pennsyivaiia is a mjor ^oblem, day 




in "par^' 



it" facilitJ.^ sudi m medi 
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Ways the Child Developnent Program has reduced urmen^sary duplication 

have hmni 



(a) Manpower: Divided rest;cnsibilities for new projecto with mcisting 
sein/ices thus lOTering cOTts for capitol expenditures^ actainistrabive 
overhead and txcdning, 

(b) Services i Ttecygh State Plan Review, duplicative services in areas 
of the State can be re^evaluatad and dispersed more wenly throughajt 
tl'.i rural regions. Regional Mviso^ bodies (counterparts of thie State 
Ccrrmittee) review and camOTt, thus Msuring msKiitun caTmanity cc^^rdinatiOT, 

(c) Funds* Through proposal reviw at thm State and regional level/ 
reocniTiendations are m^e to re-^align duplicative funding pattens. 
Through the 4-C concept (Connunity Coordinated Qiild Care) ^ interagei(^ 
leadership charmels liniit^ resources to appr^riate spcoscrs at the 
local level. 

A specific exanple of tMs cOTplenentarity ©dsts in the Northern Ti^ 



Early Oiildho&d Developrient ProgrOT whidh iiitegrates ttie current Heaastart ProgrOT 
with a new ham screwing project/ poling existing resource into a "cx^ntinuity 



a^roa^" for youngsters of Coti^OT/ McKean. Potter and Eik Camtiss. 

In a renovatiOT project funded th^s yeMi a tmi^y planning clinic^ 
well-child conference and parent^cliild center v/ill he locaterl in one newly reflirbished 
site. 



Health reinbursementJ and sliding fee scales have helpeS to make the 



projects self --sufficient by the fourth year of funding, along wit apprcpriate local 
cont^'ibutiais . 



In tte tattJet arn^^ during the past bs?t3lve mcnths thm >^^al^cnian Child 
Develqpinenc Pronrem hs^ serv^i 



The 0^6 p^jiacion ifi ^palachian Permsylvania is 559, 610 » 



9,044 ddld^'^ directly 
1,231 dUi^dtert Iw ref^Tal 

10,281 TOTAL 
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800 farrdlies dira^tly 
8,090 fa^^ Llies by ref^r^i 

8,890 TOTMj 
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Dne^ of the basic goali of ;^alachian funding has been to prwide 
monias or catalysts to spring forth other funding machaniCTis Unat wuld nrit c^T^r- 
vase be tapped* mdh of this can be attributed to the unique etching cai '.iixit^ 
of ARC monies in rural, m^erdevel^^ portions of n state. 



In sunmary, total pro-am dollars s^H' 
achian Child Developnont Program are cat^c. 
Appalachian R^ional CaTmission 
Other Federal Dollars 
Local Public Resourres 

TOTM. 



Striped Area; 
Solid hxmai 
White Area: 




the inception of the 
as % 

2.56 millicn 
4,83 million 
1,58 million 
8.97 million 



Local Share 
ARC Dollars 
Other Federal Sources 



This Federal and State e^eriment in program plannijig and operaticnq has 
led to loc?l capacity building in the area of hunan developTient. ChiMrm have 
nutriticus meals and quality child care due to the oontinuM developijnt of child 
care sarvice. Maternal and diild health program.? are ej^anding their capabilities 
throi^n initial investoents msdm real by ARC and the Child Devel^ent Program, 

Other saarces have b-^n discov^ed to absca-b costs •In the progran's third 
year of operatiOT throigh Appaladiian staff assistance and prcgran maiitwir.g. 

A few fjtanples of r^ources tap^ by local projects in the ^paladiian 



fcxnily; 



General fevenue Sharing 
United Mine Workers of ftTierica 
Malg-tnated Clathlng l-tarkers of Anerica 
Cattolic Diccece 
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■COMKONlfllALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
APPALACHIAN CHILD DEVE, ; ■•ROGRAH 
SITE LOCilTIu:iS 
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United M '^ 

Flood Pacovery Fujids 

Department of Connunitr^r • ^ -stirs 

Conriuiiity Action ^encie^^ 

Mental Faalth/t'lmtal Retardation 

Day Care Appropriations 54 ^ 

State Revenue Shari!ig 

Neighborhc^ Assistance Act ,| ^ 

School 

Oiurches 

Solicitations 

Private Foundations 

Flowir and BaJ^e Sales 

Housing and Caiminity Dovel^ment Act of 1974 



i 
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tteternal Health Care Progran of Ijazerne Cainty 
Mir So Midwifery ^ogrnm 



Objectives: 



Provide prenatal^ natal, and p mt -natal care to 
high-risk/ mrfically indigent piv. ^;nant vonen. 

Provide mothers with Jmowledge of good child care 
practJ-Ces* 



fervices : 



Outeeach though SOTial service agencies and 

SdlOTlS 

E^Qiatal and posto^tal care using a physiciaiy 
ni^se rru-d^if e tean approadi 

Heaiyi scz^esiing and evaluation of mother and infa 
E<aminaticn of infant at 6 and 8 weeJcs and referra 

to Qiild Ifealtt\ inference or family physician 
Ref^ral to m^ical specialists 
Refa'ral to fwiily plannir^^ clinic 
Follo^p of mother and diild 



EligiJoility 



High-risk ^ medically indigent pregnant wcmen 
especially teen^ers. 



Location of Services; 



Uazernfc County (Wilkes -Bar ct::) 35 mile radius of 
Mercy Hospital. 



Ranarksi 



The prograti is part of Mat^nal Health Cc^e ServiC' 
of Northeast Pennsylvania which also adninisters a 
fanily plannii^ and teer.age parent progrOT. 'this 
prcgran serv^ aboit 500 cases annually. 



Fundings 



Local 



1973-74 

193,140 
37;966 



1974-75 

330,954 
78/ 362 
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MtS^l- Hcf^n-tiil^ScK-ial SoryigGs Projoct _(BIair Coiuyly) 



Ob joc Lives: 



1. Provida su[Dport and couiiseling to patients and 
families during medical orisis, 

2. Provirle referral i?er^/i otb to patuinti^. 

3. Pro^/i/la education in tJia una of other ccntnunity 
services. 



Coimseling 

Infonriation 

Refarral 

Tr anspar tat ion 



Elig.ibility : 



All patients of Altoona Hospital 



Location off Ser/ioos: 



BlaJx Coun^ (Mboona) 



Fur^ir^; 



ARC 
Local 



1973-74 

32,678 
985 



1974-75 

96,460 
14,230 
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Bedford CDuri ly 4 -C Informatiai aid Ra icirtal Pri^jrcm 



L* Inform parents of sarvicGS a^/ailable for the 
pre=schcol child. 

2, Pefer clu^ldren to ne^cM medical s^rvdces. 

3* Prwide coionseling and information to parents, 



Services : 



Outreadi through hone visitirg 

Nutriticn infornation provided to parents 

Fanily plaming infomation provided to parents 

Transpc^tation to services 

Referral to other agencies 



Eligibility: 



All residsrits of Bedfcrd County- 



Location of San/icss* 



Bedford County 



Children served by Uie pr^ram in 1973 - 997 



Funding: 



Local 



1973-74 

68,267 
3,000 



1974-75 

^ 62,436 
3,000 



EKLC 



192 
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Blair Ctjonty Hor^ ^Jursinq P^ena / 
mgh Risk Maternal Hoalt^i Project 



Cbjectives: 



U Prcvidc hana nursing sujxirvision to all high--risk 
pregnant worran arrf tt^ix children. 

2* Provide ©duration for parenthc^ closes. 

3* Provide prenatal car^ in cliaia , 



Services; 



Cutreach thraugh doctors^ social agancies, etg* 
Hone riursing s^ervision durir^ prenatal and 
postnatal pericds 

Hone nursing supervision for your^ diildran 
fealtii and nuteition education 
?zm)MtSLl classes 

Child care ^ucatlcn for parents 
Physical therap/, speecii theran^ and hOTOTaker 
sMvices 
RefeCTal to ottiar services 



Eligibilit/: 



All wcmen and cfuldran needing services* Medical 
assistance ard other third"^^ peym^ts us^ 
^en availabla. Fm is paid if/ those able to do so. 



Lccaticn of Services* 



Blair Ccunty (HollMaysburg) 



Hjrrber of fanilies ser^/^ in 1973-74 was apprexi- 
mataly 300. 



Ending: = 1973-74 1974-75 

m: 39,482 81,933 

Local 224 120 
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Dlair Country fce-S^jhoui Lx^tal Contar 



Cbjectives: 



1* Provide conprehrns ivG dCTtai troatimnnt for tho 
pre-*3cliool needy child. 

2. Pravicia caiinunity (teit.al etJucaUon i^rajr^yn la 
all groups aM organiMtaons in Blair Cajnty. 

3. Provide dental cars to har^icaH^ed children* 

4* Provide a prcgram of preventive services ard 
dantal health education. 



Sar^/icesi 



Outreach tl^ough other service agencies ard 

orgam^ationB 
DiagnCTis and valuation 
Oral prophyl^is 

DentSiX health education for parents 
Fluoride treatimmt 
COTprehensive dental care 



Eligibilit/: 



All pre-^sdiool diildren/ hardicapped diildren and 
©^ectant mothers , Fee is charge based on MA 
fee scale. Sliding lee is charged to patients 
without MA. 



Location of Services; 



Blair Cmnty (MtOTna) 



HCTiairks: 



er 



of chiUxm served in 1973 - 100. 



Fimdirg: 



Title BJ-'h 

ARC 

Local 



1973-74 

61,573 
59,223 
240 



1974-75 



43,710 
68,028 
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l>mormtratiun 



Providu for t^io physical, ujnotional and iTOnfetil 
dovfalqjaent of: young children, 

Pro^/ic^ fcT the care and supojrvisicn of diilclren 
no timt fmilim ^an achio\"^ oconanic nc]X- 
sufficiency through enplc^^mont * 

Identtfy anl canpen3£ite for dGficiencies caused 
by a disadvantojed enviroTinent or motLmal artJ 
plrysical handicaps p 

t^ovidG parent oJucaition ^erviois in child 
developirent and aare 



Ser'/icGS - 



Care and supervision of <^ildren for part of a 
24 hour day 

aiucational program dMign^ to affect the child's 

social; cognitive ana lar^jage ikills 
Jtealth SCTeening including physical exms^ ini^ 

rrtLmizaU.cns and referral for diagtiCTis and t^aatnia 
Fmd services nutrition educatiai 
Parent education in child care and dGveloprent 
PBychological testij^ and diac^osis 
Dental ^minatioiis 
Vision soreening 
Hearing and sp^ch sarGordng 



Eligibility: 



/Ml young children who axm residents of Appcilachia, 
Faardlies who are able to do so must share in the 
oost of services acmrding to their abili^ to pay. 



Location of Smr/ioQSf. 
Ramarks auxl Fuiiding: 
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Blair Cqunty Area Day Care gmt^ - The program 
also provides fianily day care hmes that provide day 
eaca in the Altoona, Tyrone ard rural Blair County 
areas. The progran serves IB children. 



ARC 



1973- 74 

1974- 75 



523,999 
15,984 



Title 
$71,997 
45,774 



Local 
I 1,803 
48,016 



Bra aford County Quid Development R-opram - The 
prc^ram also utilizes family day care hares. The 
prcgraTi is eKperted to serve about 239 children in 
1974-75 in eleven sites throughout the comt^'. 



1973- 74 

1974- 75 



IS 8 



$36,570 
36,847 



Title IV -A 
S65S ,733" 
478,521 
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tqcal 
$182,341 
180,957 



Day Corn Pr^xjreimg (ContiiiUQcl) 



Cant^ria Counfr^ Quid Develc^tiCTt te (Ebensburg)- 
The prograri presides a hone start and an outreach 
ccmponent tJiat uses a mobile van* Other services 
include phyiiical tterapy for handicapp^i ciiildrGn 
and a ctental clinic for mms and fluoride treat- 
ment. The center hc;uses a Title I ESEA prograni for 
diildron wi^ special needs. Provides servicea to 
ntout; 225 childrOT* 

1973^74 $2447891 $257;20i ^ TXIH 

1974-75 119,412 251,363 123,559 

Campre^ien si . TO Child Develogment Prcgy am o£ Carbon 
County " 

jvgc ^ Title IV-A Io:al 

1974-75 $102,874 - ?ll,82i 

Oiildren's Servi ces of Tioga County - Provide 
sarvices for about 125 children, 

MC_^ Title 37 -Pi Local 

1973- 74 |5F;004 "$311,982 $44,991 

1974- 75 61;296 337,650 51,253 

Colijfcia Coun^ Day Care Rrogrmi Inc. ^ Also pro- 
vide ser^ic^ through f anily day care hcities * 
ProvideH servi^ for 120 children » 

ARC Title Local 

1974-75 $55 /571 $ 86, SOO " $31 ,700 

Fulton Coanty Qu id Developnent C^tey - Also p^o- 
vidBB Bervicm ti^au^ fanily day c^e hones* 
Coordinate activities with an industrial day car^ 
colter, PrOTides services for 84 children, 

ARC Title IV-A Local . 

1973- 74 557,827 $ 76,335 

1974- 75 m mm 

HuntirgdQn Oounty Mcdel Child Dev elopnient Prolan - 
the pro-am includes a surmer recreation progrm as 
well as a Penn State, pre'-schcol trairdng study 
class. The progr^ provide services for about SO 
children. 

ARC Title W-A local 

1973- 74 $34,662 $113,961 $ 4,383 

1974- 75 28,056 57, 054 16 ,015 
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Day CarQ PrograniB (Continucacl) 

Mifflin Coimfcy Qiild Develqjtient Program - Servicers 
for alDout 45 childreiv incliding a new' fOTtily day 
care hcnie program. 

rm Titlg IV-A Local 

1973- 74 569,067 $ ^h221 $r7,3Q6 

1974- 75 m m MA 

Schiylkill Couniy Child Development Pr^ran - A 
lie^ Stort and Fcinily BaBajxce Frogrmi are rncar-' 
porated into this prcgram* 

ARC Title IV- A Local 

1973- 74 $58,210 $174;629" 

1974- 75 m m m 

Sanerset Couiib/ - Integrating physically and 
nentally handicapped in a normalize program. 
Serves about 70 children* 



MC Title IV-A Local 

1973- 74 5105,981 $109/972 $ 300 

1974- 75 - m m 

Sullivan County - The progrOT includes faomily day 
care hmBS serves about 60 children in t^^o sitab. 



Title ^-A Local 

1973- 74 $28,705 | 99,968 $ 4,950 

1974- 75 39,991 90,472 38,759 



EKLC 



170 



107 



Early Clijjd_ PeveloiinGn Krocjrajn (f'tulfcl Caunb^ 



Cb j actives ' 



1* &re^ and diagnose children fron 0-^3 years of 
age for de\^eloptiQital problaiis in their am homes, 

2. Q0vmlop a traatinent procedure to correct prcblons 
that are di^nosaa , 

3. Biucate ^rents to datect signs of developnantal 
problons in their children. 



Services: 



Heaith stteenij^ and ev^alaation by Murse^Social 
Workers 
Psychological toting 
Dental eoninatiais 
I^tritional evaluaticn 

Education for parents to detect and overcone 

dwelopiental problsTLS in their chil^en 
Ccunseling for faruLies wiUi children with develcp- 
men'tel problaris 
Tteatomt r^ourras to. correct developnental problOTS 
Foilovajp to insure treatinent is followed 
Trans^rtatlon ard babysitting when needed 
R^^ral of children with prcilens 



Eligibility: 



Children 0'-3 years old in families served by a 
related day care progranip 



LDcaticn of Services: 
ROTarks: 



COTeron, NfcKean, Potter ^ and Slk Counties 



Pr^frmi will ^^ard to include all children frcm 
0-'3 years old in the counties serv^ once siblings 
of children in the day care progran are sen/^. 



Funding: 



ABC 

Title W-A 
Local 



1974-75 

121,560 
67.045 
32,676 
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Eclucatiaial - t^d ical Infant Care P rogran (Allegteny Coin^) 



K^O/ide infant day cajcm to diildren of tMnago 
parentB atteiiding tihe EducationaH^adlcal School. 

Rese^ch the conparable effectiveness and costJ 
of group car© and family day cajce for infants . 

Develop child care skills of the par aits involved 
in t±e progran. 



Service: 



Health screOTijg and evaluation of TOther and 
ciiild 

Day care for ijifante 

P^ent eduction in diild care skills 

Heal til mxm presided to the diild 

Hsaltii saceening of all family martoers 

Referral to fanily planning and othar services 



Eligibility: 



Teei^e mothers and their children attending the 
schcxil* 



LocatiOT of Services: 



Mleghsiy Coun^ (Pittsburgh) 



Rmarks^ 



The sdiOTl serves aa the pr^nant girls school 
for the Pittsburgh Sdiool Disteict, Ths prolan 
will s^ve 20 children# 10 in group care and 10 
in family day care. 



Funding: 



ARC 

Title rv-A 
Local 



1974-75 

20,007 
62,557 
845 
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Provide family planning services to all WOTen who 
desire tl^ servioss, 

Eadix:e tte chances of high-risk pregnancies. 

Promote family planning as a preventive means of 
maintaining the healtii and total well-^being of 
the fanily mit- 



Health screening ar^ evaluation 

laboratory tests Inclining hsnatOCTit or hono^ 

globin^ urinalysis for si:gar md protein, pap 

anear, serology r G-C. culture # pregnancy test 

sickle cell sheening 
Provisicn of materials and comseUi^ in their use 
Scteduled visits at s^cified intervals depending 

an Mthod chcsai 
Oatreach ard casefinding 
Counseling for infertilily ssrvices 
Referral fcr medical and social problans and for 

pre^anc/ related seiviees 
Public educatim via media and foniml classes 
Followip fCT urf<ept appointmnts 

Ml residents of Appalachia Pennsylvania ftedical 
assistance recipients are requestad to sign foms 
for Title IV-A re^u«OTent* Patients desirous 
mcap^le of payiiig may do so m a voluntary basis* 



Bedf ard-I-lintingdon Family Planmng Krograom - 
"(Hmtli^donV Broad "T^'V'ard B^ford) The progrmi 
also includes classes in nutriticn^ chiW grcwtti 
and devel^ment and hme mM^CTient. 



PRC 

Title IV-A 
Local 



1973-74 
$105,400 
32,658 
1,643 



1974-75 
$105 ,265 
32, U5 
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Saneyseb County Family Pla nmng ProfjrgaTi - The pro- 
gram also includes classes in nutrition, child 
grcwth and develOFment, and home managonent. 
EstLinated nuTiber of pecsons bo be served is 560 
annually. 



Co luTtoi a-^to n taic _ Cgu n fc i g a (Berwick, Geisirvjer) - 
The program a Isa includes babysetting and trans- 
portation services for ^tients ^en needed, 
Estiitiated nuiTber of patients served - 750 annually. 



Faraily Planning o f Western Pennayl TOnia - 
TWai'Q^-three (23) comti^ in Northwestern and 
Southw^tem Pamaylvania in 39 clinic sites. 



ARC 

Title IV-A 
State 



1974-75 
$32,246 
15,304 
1,700 



S5i 



ARC 
lacal 



1974-75 
' $47,676 
' 21,294 



Title IV- A 
ARC 

Title X 



1974-75 
S522,O0O 
S8,O0O 



2,845,400 
645,400 
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Morthview lteir?htg Ingant Caro E>roject (Mleghony Cgimty) 



QDjectivea: 



1, Mucation parents, especially tMnage parents in 
child care ajid development* 

2. ]^c^ide day care fur children Erm 0-2 years of 
age* 



Services: 



Health SOTeenirg ard evaluation of mothers and 
mSmtB 

tealtii SCTeenijig of all fmily merbers 
Day care, for diildren and infants 
Pment ^ucatLon in child care 
tealtii care provide bo the children 
Ref^ral to other agencies and resources includijig 
fasnily plaming 



Eligibilityi 



Your^ parents and their children residing at 
Nacthview Heights Housing Project* 



iDcation of Services i 



Ml^heny County (Pittsburgh) 



Ramarks^ 



The project serv^ 20 diildren and their families. 



Fmiding; 



Local 



1974-75 

82,490 
12,670 
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Te^age Parent ^ogrsp (Luz^ne Courity) 

Quid DevelopTtent Ccimcil of ttortheastefn PenmylvarLia 



Objectives I 1, Provide ^ucation in parenting to t^mge p«ents- 

2. Provide oth& eAicatioml oppo^timitim to the 

3. BiSTice the prcper pre p^t-natal care of tha 
mother* 

4. Qimart the care and deveLoprtOTt of the childi 

fervices: ftre-natal qbib prwided throi^h Maternal Health 

SexvLcm of Northeaat Pennaylvania 
Social SK^ice counselijig and nutritiQn eduoatiGn 
PMt pactisii servicea at Maternal Health S&rsrLam 
of ^3ortheaat Peruisylv^a 

QiiM day care sermces so that the mother can 

return t© school , 
Education in parentiiig and haalth care of the 

infwt 



Eligibility: Teenage parents (moU^K and fath^) 

liDcation of S^ricte: Luzerae County (Wilkee-Barre) 

ROT^ks: Thia progran is related to the Maternal Health 

Csffe Progrim i 



Fundii^j 1974-75 

mc 11,730 

Local 18426 

Title I\;^A 36,835 
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Below, if a data fnatrlK u^hich is partially compilad 
through tht use of the E.MIS. Thi matrix contains de- 
mographic dm on all the pfojecis (urid^d ihrouyh ARC 
and rgprisents an up^datid version of an tarlier matrix. 
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After providing the dfiinographic and biseUne 
data on the Staca of Pinnsylvania snd the App,ilachian 
Regiorial Coinmission^ poiaibly 3 more thaoritical 
QTitntatlon vvould be more helpful now* I have 
includfid flow iheets, data CQllectlon sheiitsi etc* to 
depict what a thedrettcai approaQh would be for d-i- 
signing a reglonil modfiX, 

The first flow sheet bxeaki down according to 
moaths^ the tijlti that should be co'tipletid in de^- 
signing the regional md^l. 

The foUotving flow sheets are basically self- 
ixplanatory in that thfiy construct how 3 thiocstlcal 
cost analysis coofflGlent wgu.ld be calculated^ The 
list data collection sheet helps to ^rganizi dsta ibout 
a day caia prograrn. A sheet slmUar to this could be 
placed on a S X 3 index card and w-Juld be a handy wty 
of keeping informitlon on a great nuniber of pro^grams* 

See Chapter 5j which uses a 3et of fomglaa to 
Cilculate an actual cost analysis coaffictent or unit 
cost coafflclentp The coefficient p^esentfid there is 
for the total proyriin and does not b^eak it down fo.T 
the various services providiid and tholr Influenci on 
the unit cost. 
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ADDITIom MOTES 



1. THERE IS A MORNING AND AN AI'TERTOf STAFF-6 in the niorning and 6 in the aftsmoon. 
IT IS PRACTICALLY LIKE WM W SEPARATE SCHOOLS. 



2, YEARS IN EXISTBNCE-.8 yms, 

3. NO TESTING XN THE PROGRAH. OPEN TO SHARING FILES WITH US AMD TO HAVE TESTS ADMEiOSTERED TO THEIR 
SXUDENrS. 
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CHAPTER 4 
Structure and Response 
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In this chaptePj I will structure what was done 

on our SRT ' 5 and how Information was structured coming into 

our office. The SRT's were our qualltativ^e analysis. See 

App^endlx II for addlitlo^al criteria for e^/^aluation . What 

follows are the criteria or checklist that we used on all 

our SRT*s and the guidelines that prograffis haU to meet 

as part of our qualitatlYe evaluation* 

1* Ersaciination c£ the avaluationaL asptct of chs ri/ro^carn Includins* 
a) achlav^nianc q£ goals and obj^cbi^/as? 
h) ia avaluaclon systa^ built in? 

c) what kind of evaluation usad? 

d) how is e\/aluacior. donB? 

€> ^ is evaluaclon shared by scaff? 

f) is evnluation shared with peroonnal comrnitttie, the board? 

g) is chere a nsrlc systern? 

h) wh4ic does tha scaEf think of the proorani? 

i) how do the parents view the progrfim? 

j) do parencs have an input into Che yvaluatLonal syf^dc.ri? 

2. The rnedical coniponanc of the progran includini^: 

a) madlcni ncraaaing and inCiilce? 

b) cloanlla^iSH oE tha facility? 

c) are tha/ proscaCTm^d for madlcal mHtz^nciaBl 
cl) hou du thQv ccro £ur a sick child? 

e) medlcni r^iBerrals? 

f) ucilisiicion oE physicians nnd/or nurnas or othot ncirirfGa? 

g) safety practic^is? 

h) is c^quipni-riat Chs prop^ir r^l^e for r:hild-,.ri? 
1) suppinrni*nr:a L viLn-iius uucd? 

j) hltchon Anrl fofjd prspnrncign? 

h) den^ni progran and Q:ia:^HT 

1) nra Lh^ chMdrca fnrccJ to c'U^ nil on nlni^l 

ui) h^:ilch a-vJ :;aCn(;y in dz\y cnvci hD..;^vj;? 

n) f i ra hn^ ucd;;? 

fj) RclucatLan af pariiniy an health, saf^tjy anr! ivirritu«^i? 

3. hdLicatLon of tho ntnCf, p^rienti^ day cire r;ath.^r^^ rmd c^^nunlLy In 
rcitntlrin to child dovolapnHnc slUlls an^/Dr r'.mf.i> jUaiiniur; tochnL(-.;'^'.^ , thlB 
inahidt-:!: 

a) scnff nuiujtlnns, nra the-/ n Jniir l^r rnr i v,^ utilv c»r uj-J l-^- t^'^a-hi (i:^? 

b) vh/iC in the educiitinnnL bji^kf^ r.^un.! ck ch3 wfaff? (ni2r^ci.ir\,f i flliiiJ) 

c) nbrifincDfiuni hir^h or .Ic^'? 

d) f\ri^ pnrcnt:3 Involvo'! In ciirrinpV,in pK^rinLus? 
fj) pArcm^-'Lii/tC'h'.'r ucju lortmi. pj? 
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4. Afeas concerned with outroach In^ludiriS' 

a) ths ^/ockers and thai? funsuiori ay informaiion givarSp tsfecrals 
nade, tranapartation glvan and iducation ol cotnnuaicy dens? 

b) ng^ncy to ag?dncy iateraction in T^lizLnn zo referrals? 

c) follQW--up of people saan? 

d) cechniquQS for approaching a nsw household? 

5. Program's use of public relations includi-j^ 

b) advertising in paper, radio or W? 

c) cQmmunity organisation talks? 

d) films mads? 

rapport i^ith parents, childrea, board and conrnunity? 

6, Admlnlitratlon oE prQgrara to include: 

a) plannini process for continuuci? 

b) problem artas in budgec catigaries e.g. stipend for day care - 
ho^e mochera? 

c) diivslopaaiit of revisions^ are they gaing to spand all of the monay 
in tht budgat and if not how much yill ba left? 

d) IE IV-A nojiits are involved ^ has that budgat bean rsvissd and doas 
IC affect the .ARC shace? 

e) are they going to see self-sufficiency after three years? (local 
shar^) 

f) ovarstaEfing patterns? 

g) who approvts and do chsy use tlfae shaets? 

h) kind of bookUeaping usedj e.g. who sijna putohase contracts? 

i) do thfey withhold money for tm weeks on a nrv/ emplGyaa or is it 
paid as worked? 

j) is there a petty cash fund? 

U) by-laws of corporation, organizacional chart and psrsonntl policies? 
1) has a clos^"OuC bean done? 

m) what is the relationship of the diri;tor to the governini body? 
Does the eKecutiva con^ictee matt pfior :o full board? Dd minutes go 
out to the entire board? V/hat is the ir.:aract:ion batwatn cht board and 
the F*A.C.? Are there onc^third consumers on che haardi Kho are the 
board members and t;hac are choir job tULei? 

n) what are tha staff's feelinss tosrsri th^^ Sat and us ai AUC scntil 
T)o they want t/A? 

7, Social Sfervicc cornpoaant including* 

a) how dod's thn social wirksr intetecw rith 'the parents? 

b) how is thk intake iont, is zhu chtli brought in or the staff r-a^nber 
who v/ill have Chat child in class? 

c) how valid is the intsku procGdurii? 

d) does Che- social vorkcfr havt parcn:-rhlld and/or ^taff conferences? 
c) is the socLaI w^rk^r i&niitiva Co :r5 parent's and/or chtld'a needs? 
f) what dooR happen li thu child Rat? ?UU? 
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SAFBTV HAZARDS 
Fire Plans 
Fire Drills 

1^ prevention 

2, evacuation 

3* extinguisliers 

EKposGd outlets s wires 

Annual in^pQCZion 

First hid Kits 

Guard R&ily at windows 

Open walls 

Chirping paint 

More than *1 hDurB hot maal 
Mid-mornincf afternoon rest period 

ono hour a day* 
One hour/1/3 hoiir recretitioa ptriod 
Snuchs 

gtaCf t iruintid ^Laff 
*'*£'rtbcr^^ in chile! dcvcloiu^Qnt 
Kcuil th I H .a 



GUIDELINES 

Health Aides 

Disposable Cug^s or 

v?atir fountains' 

Change of alothei 

Cots & Blankats -/i 

SandboKas 1 

Infants ' health record 
Vac. children kept separate 
Health History fonrs. 
Visit 1 K wstU 
S%m 30 days prinr 
R^N * available 

Daily assessment of Children 
Immeaiate fientai cars 
vision 
Hearing 

N© dispensing of medication? 
M,D. notes 

Phy^icitl PlUL.^ 

35 sq. ft./chiia 

Separate f^qility for infanta 

Health History 

Staff abs . 

GGn&rttl inforTAAtion 



MONEY 



Fund raising 
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EDUCATION (cont*d) 
■concepts & Problem Solving 
abilities for children not just 
motor skills • 
Contact afcmulaiice corps 
Parent about course 
Meetings 
Infant nursery 
beds 2 feet apart 
no pillov'/s 

r-obin^HH s Con.?ent form 

First Aid Program 

Dorothy) 

) Fir fit Aid Program 
llrjQn ) 

SanitatiQAi Alison 
Eiieon 
Vm 

Dental, Vision/ Hearin^j^ Ufibbia 

Alison 
Calus ta 

Safety Itaaards, Physical: Ceilusta' 
Nutri ticri: 



Queatlona regarding progra ms (g engra l) 

How are ARC dollars to be picked up after third year? 

Are we paying (iubsidi^ing) fee payers? 

providing local match 

How many centers? homes? 

Where are ARC children located? 

Where are the centers located? 

How many children? What Agea? 

Fee how much? 

Do you have any six year olds? Are they ARC children? 

Do you have any younger than three years? 

Who conducts parent education? 

Describe your parent population. 

Transportation — children to/from home. 

Food central kitchen or not. 

What is your daily attendance? 

What is your enrollment? 

Who does planning? 

Emphasis of program* 

Check age appropriate toys and materials. 

Lunch " family style or not. 

Five year olds — pre-academic or noti 

Illneis — - isolation^ sick buy. 

Menus 

Ratios check* 
Group size* 
Transitive times 
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Chlid Duvelapmiinl. proCLio^i 

Wh^i!n chlldrGn nrriv<^/When staff arrives 

Vertical /Horizontal grouping 

Roltf o[ a CQurdinator 

PlivB leal Bf^i: t i 

Equipmunc 

Activity aroa^j 

Children ^ s rcicorda 

Location of bathrooms 

Health clearances 

Liab ility insurance 

How are consultant's utilized 

Pr c^^service 

In^sfeirvica train Lng 

Child cantered 

Lesson plans 

Deviant children are handled* 
Teacher backgrounds 
Discipline techniques 
Use of television 
Sleeping arrangement 
Attitudinal uneasiness 
Medication pgrmission 
Intake is done by caseworker 
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Personnel records 

Board s true cur a 
Vasted inCiir<isC 
Bylaws 

Committee structures 

Contracts for use oC space 

Supervision hierarchy 

Hiring/firing procedures 

Administrative records 

Evaluation of staff procedures 

Iduntif icatlon of funding sources 

Contractual agreements with family day care homes 

Social work health 



Intake procedures 

Records 

Write-ups 

Consistency in files between main office and classrooms 



Job descriptions 

Appointment letters 

Attendance records on all staff 

Letters of commendation 

Letters of termination or resignation 



Overall delivery of services 
Attendance records 
Recording system 
Relationship with CBA 
Successful referrals 
Number in treatment programs^ 



Career ladder 
Perronnel files 
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^ ______ . , 

1, Application for Permit, 

2. For corporation - copy of filing receipt from Department of State, Albany 
of the Certificate of Incorporation following approval by New York State 
Board of Social Welfare. This tnay be obtained frori the attorney, 

-3, Budget on annual basis. Itemized income rrid expenses ^ 

U. Floor plan of indoor and outdoor premises, Dimensiona of both, Use of 
rooms deolgnated. Presentation should be clear and comprehensible. 
Description of building, interior and exterior construction. 

Local approvals - building, fire, health, zoning departments. 

6. Copy of plan for automatic fire alarm detection systim. To be submitted in 
advance of installation and with approval of local fire department, 

7. Statement of purposes and goals. Include criteria for accepting children, 
type of child Berved, age range, duration of session, focus of program, etc. 
A statement of general philosophy. 

8. Description of program content, schedule of activities. , 

Staffing. Personnel policies, description of duties of each position, 
staff coverage during period of operation, description of qualificationa 
of each category of staff (Director, Teacher, Aide, etc.) Resume of hired 
ataff, including name, age, education, ej^eriencs, hours of work and 
assignmont, 

10. ' V/ritten plan of staff development training program. 

11. Copies of all records used. Intake or Adndssion sheet or registration 
form, agreements with parents, medical and dental forms for childrtn, 
forms used to record attendance. 

12. V/ritten emergency eTacuation and fire drill plans. 

13. Description of health plan and services with evidencB of physician's 
review (signature), 

lU. Description of Social Services cuiipoin..nw, applicable for facility in 
receipt of public funds. 

15. Description of Education component, 

16. Copies of menus, and statement of source of consultation on nutrition. 
Include snacks as well aa meals, 

■^7. Statement of need in the community for the day care service, Btatistica 
■ gttLho».aH, numberfl of children in need of the service, sources from which 
infonration was uoiieoted. 

Er|c wo 



Here igaln is the hypgthetlcal propofial ^hich 
is the first stand^icdizid document reciiva from 
our pro<jrains which plugs the^A into EMIS, Evan if one 
is not thlnlclng in terms of in evaluation iystemj this 
fo.r.n alone Is very useful* Tika a good look. 
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COMMONWEALTH OF PSNNSyLVANIA 
GOVERNOR'S OFFICE 
OFFICE FOR HUMAN ReSOURCES 

N.W, CUKNbR TlllKO & bUfE ITKEETS 



n^renne in iiiiini out your own continuacion proposal. 
GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR CONTINUATION PROPOSALS: 

splou^d hypotheCic.nl proposal. outlined in the en- 

ii IL^h. = (pages 3,4,5,6.7.8.9,10) and che budgoc ior-s (pa^-es i 

A. Narratives arc to be limLCed to: (for cha pasc funding year) 

goals and objactivcs satisfiGd 
problems idantified 
solutions for problems 

proposed gcalB and objectives for tM upcoming 
year 

AU of the above are to be in guancitatL ve terms. 

^ ^ ^ 
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ConclnuatiQn Proposals - Xnst'uccions 
page two 



^ 8. All new HEW forms and ARC fonns are to be included in the continuaCion proposal 
''lease ;<eroK the origLnals you have baen provided with, 

9. Any quesrlons about the continuatiun proposals should be addressed to the 
appropriate project sponso' *'/e will be 

able to provide a yhree hour block of time for technical assistance for those who 
need help in writing chelr continuation. Please just call for an appointment, 

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINED V/ITHIN THE HYPOTHETICAL PROPOSAL FOR YOUR 
COMTINUATXOM PROPOSAL 



STATISTICAL FOR^tS i 



1* 0^ pa^e 3 , Educational or Impltpentation componsnt y fill it out accordingly 
and xero:-. Make it part of your continuation proposal. The form is salf-explanatory . 
Just fill in the blanks. 

2. On page 4 » if your daily schedule for the children will not fit htre, please 
use the back of the form. Under define objectives of educational program in behavioral 
terms , the items written in are only eKamples, please supply your own objectives for 
the children enrolled in your program according to age categories. If you do not have 
enough room, please use the back of the form. XeroK this fora and make it part of your 
continuation proposal. The other two items on this page are self-eKplanatory , 

3* Pnge 5 is self ^eKplanatory , just fill in the appropriate spaces* XeroK the 
^i^ppae portion of this page and include a sample menu. Under % of time engaged in the 

following daily activities please indicate the % of time for: 
W 

0=15 jnonths _____ 
15=36 months 
36+ months 



e.g. if you have 15 toddlerss how much of their day (the total group) is 
taken up by outdoor play^-10%, 20%, 30%, Please enter these data on the back of the 
form. 

Pages 6, 7 and the upper portion of page 8 are all self-eKplanatory alBd just 
need to be filled in. Please xerox these forms and make them part of your continuation 
proposal- 
s' On pa;ie 9 ^ please note that the bottom portion of this page and £a gg 10 apply 
Co all projects and need to be filled* but accordingly and xeroxed. Make this part of 
your continuation proposal also* If you have other ser'/lcas than the ones listad please 
put thera on the back o£ page 10. 
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Cotitlnuaclon Proposals - TnaC rue tions 
pa 14a Chraa 



^ BUDGETARY FOW-IS: 



to you March 7. 1975. Uh.n preparln. you D™o;oslr Fn '^^^ inr.truccion« .nailed 
budftec fonns In th. fallowing saquencof ' ^ ' subrnisslon pUase arrange your 



1. ARC Form 3 

2. AppLicatiun for Fedtrnl Assiscance - Pa-c I 
J. Project: Approvnl IncorTTiation - Pnrc 11 

<'i • Budget CnforTiation - Part EI £, IV 

5. Aa.surancea - Pare V 

(>. Cud-jat Summ,ir.y 

A. Itemized Budget 



loc^XSSlh - All locji cash nust propsrly docu„a„t.d. 



^incnraly. 



— 1 




pc 
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APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 
(NQNCOHSTRUCTIQN PRaCRAMS) 



PART I 



3. FBd«rii QfQMOf A^9P€t 



Qi QOni tat iQffill Unit 



Zip C5d* 



2. Applii?flf'j Apejhfialieri Na, 



4 , A iipi ft SM fiTiTri 



SifJif Adigp«t% - P.O. Bq4 



Zip 



6, j«r9i Caf^'d^ Nq 



7, Fffdffal Fundiig ^9^u#ii«d 

s 



3* Cf3ni«s ryp« 



!0« T/pd g( AilisldrBSd 



. Other (^J^9?r ify} 



13. Lsrqm sf PrSiSsf 



IS.. 3e{i af Ap^licnrisn 



r yd «4 ndrr^ 



Tifh 



. ^ n.V./ 'i' 
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PART II 



PROJcCT APPROVAL INFORMATIQN 



itvm U 

Does rhii QSiisranca request requira Sroft, Igcal, 
rdgiondl, or ofh^r prrsfiry rating? 

Yes^ 



Name of Ggvefning Bedy 
Pfiofity Rating - - - - 



-No 



horn i. 

D§e5 this Qisisfanc^ riqye^t require SfOfe; or local 
Ovjviaofy, aducafignQt or htalfh ckflranqes? 



h'amt of A^tncy sr 
SOQfd = — . 



No Documtntation) 



Oowi tnli assisrorict requti? require cUaHnghouse 
feviev^ in occordance wifh OMB Cif^ular A^95? 



(Aftach C^mrntrtfs) 



.Yes. 



Doas Jhis assistance r^qytsf fiqylfs Stafa, lecal; 
regional or oiher planning approval? 



Nama or Appfoving Agency . 
Dafe ^ ^ 



Mo 



\% the pfsposad project coverad by on appravtd compr^* Cheek on&i Staff 

hcnsivipbn? Local □ 

' ^'RDgionai □ 
- _ Yi^^ h^n Loco f ion of Pisn _ — 



Will fh^ dssisrance raqutfsrtd servf □ Fedtiraj 
insfallofion? ___Yes 



flame of Fedtral Insrollafien, 



.No Fifd^ral Popu*Iafisn benefiting from Pfo|ect. 



Will rhs dssisrsnc^ raqyasted bf on Fsdefol land or Name of Fecffol Installation, 

instollafion? Loeaflon of Fedtrol Lend _ 

Yn^ Pefcenf of P^o^ect - . ._. 



Ir jrn 8. 

V/ili rii^ assisrone^ feqgesfed havt an impact gf affect Ssg initaiction^ for additional information to be 

on the envifonmenr? pfovid-d. 

___Yes__^No 



Will the osjistonc^ requested cous^ the diiplgcttment 
of individuoU, fgmiliei, by^ine3..#§, ©r farmy? 

Yn^ 



Nuffbgf of- 
IndiViduol % 
Families 
Buiintssss 



Is fhtra other related osiistOnCa On this projfCt pfsvious, Stf \r\%U^cti^n% far a^3;riona| iniormafjon fa be 
pending, or rjnficiporad? pr^^ided. 

Yus^ _-No 
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SECTION B- BUDGET CATEGORIES 



OI)|eclCLiS^Cj!i|Oiies 

l). ffihiii! Nniij 
L liiiVt'l 


^ Gisni Piegfini, Finfiisfliji Aetliiilif 




Tgiyl 
(51 
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SECTION C 


- NOfJ-FEDEIWL 


RESOUflCES 








(b) APPLICANT 




IdjOTHEHOURCU 


[.} TOTALS 


h 


i 


f 




i 


































]h TOTALS 






i 
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SECTION D 


..FORECASTED CASH NEEDS 










hi QnuiKf 








\l FH(n! 


i 




I 


i 
















l^: TCUL 
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SECTION E - BUDGET ESTIMATED OF FEDERAL FUNDS HEEDED FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJECT 






FUTURE FUNDING 


PERIODS (TOAR^l 




(bl FIRST 




(Jl THIRD 


liKOURTll 


\L 







i 




i 


\l 










M) 






















;fi. uhai s 


S 
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^ 




SECTION OTHER BUDGET IHFORliATION 


















lit Kfnsfki^ 
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PART IV PKOGiA 


M HARRATIVEjAilocli per inilfuction) 





PART V 



ASSURANCES 

Th« ApplicanE Hifiby ayufH end eirtifiii thii ha will eomply with thi regulations, pQlie»t5, guidilmts* and rtquirsmints 
including OMS Clraulafl Nq%. A'87, A-Oo, and A'1Q2, Qi thiy rnlQlB to thf application, icstptance anrJ of Fedirjl funds 
for thii Fadifilly iulsitd projiel. Aho thi Applicint assuris and e^rtiflii with rtip^et ?o thd grant that^ 



1> It po^saiits iigal authority IQ opply fortht Qrint; thiti 
resolution, motion or limitnr action hai bHn duly 
idoptid or pat»iad as an offialal aot of tht ippiieint's 
govirnlng body, author liing tht f iling of tht applieation, 
including alt ynrJirifandingi and bssufjncts conEainid 
thefiln, and diffcfing and iu^oriiing tht pt rson idtnti- 
fi^d as thi offloial repriigntjtive of thi ippnoani to act 
in connection with the application and to providi such 
additional information ai may be rsquif^. 

2. It will eomply with Titli VI of thi Civil Rights Act of 
19^4 iPX, 83^352) and in aecofdanca with Titli V! of 
thiiC Act, no person in the United Staiti shall, on che 
ground of fact, color, or national origin, b# sKcludsd 
from participation in, bi dsnied tht btoifits of, or bi 
othfrwin lybjtcted to discriminailon undif any prO' 
ijrom or activity for wnich the applicant riciiv^ rodiral 
financial asiistanci and will imm#dia&ily taki any mei' 
surei ntcifsary to eff^aiaEe this ogrg*fmint. 

3, h will comply with Titlt VI of tht Civil Righis Act of 
1964 142 use 2G0Qd) prohibiting gmploynent discrimi' 
ha. ion wht^re (1) thi primary piirpo^ of a yrant is to 
pfovide employment or (2) dlsefiminatory jmploymfnt 
pr3ctieti will result in yntqual tf^itm^nc of oirsons whs 
art or ihoutd bd bineflfing from the gfinE-atdid activity, 



4. It will comply with rtqulrtmtnts of tht provisions 
of the Uniform R ilocation Aiilstanci and Rial Proptrty 
Acquisitions Act of 1970 {P.L 91'&4Q) which provides 
for fair and tquttib)# trtatmint of pirions dliplaced u a 
reiult of Federal and f^defally inltlid progfams. 

5. It will eomply with tht provisions of the Hatch Act 
which limit tht polltieal activity of amployeii. 

6. It will eomply with tht minimum wagi and masdmum 
hours proviiioni of the Federal Fair Labor Standards 
Act, as thiy apply io hoipital and iducational Inititu^ 
tion imployf4s of Stiti and local govtrnmints. 

7» It will istablish safigyards to prohibit tmployetf from 
using ^iir poiitions for a purposi that is or glvis the 
ippearanca of bglng motivated by a desire for prlvati 
gain for thtmsilves or others, particularly thosi with 
whom they hiv* family, buiint^, ©r other ti^s. 

3, It will givi thi Grantor iyincy or thi Comptrolltf G^n- 
trgl through any authoriiid ripriientativi tht aectss to 
and thi rl^ht to i'^amini alt recofds, books, p^ip^r^, of 
documents rfUttd to tht grant, 

9. It will comply with all fequirements imposed by the 
F^iral grantor ayeney coneirning special rtquirfemanti 
of law, program riquiffments, and othtf odminiitrjtivt 
riquirtminti approvid in ueGOfdanci with Offici of 
Manag^menf and Budget Circular Ho. A* 102. 
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Project Hama 



Number d Ages of Children Sers/ed 
BUDGET SU>Ii'"fARY 



I. 
II. 
III. 
IV. 
V. 
VI. 
VII. 
VIII. 



Pfttsannel & Frinse Benaflcs 


7 1 

Shart 


Share 


Share 


Cost 








- 


Travel 










EcLuipmeac 










W L I 3 ^^U4S W ^ S w U M W G 3 










ConiulCanC L Concract Services 










Space 










OEher Costs 










DPW Adminiscrativa Cost 










(oi\iy whan necessary) 
TOTAL COST 











CO:-IPOSITIOM OF LOCAL SMKE 



Totfil i\niaunc of I.ornl Share 



$ 
? 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 



ERIC 



200 



2 3 



CATEGORY: I 



PERSONNEL 



Anriuai 

Salary 



Number 

of 
Honchs 



% of 
Time 



Local 
Share 



Share 



Fringe BenaEits 



'ringa Benefits (Race) 



GnCGgory Tocal 



Other 

I'ederal 
Share 



Total 
Cost 
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CATEGORY: II 



Item 



Basis for 

Cost Eselmate 



Local 

Funds 



ARC 
Funds 



Ouher 

Federal 

Funds 



Total 
Cost 



TOTAL COST 



EQUIPMENT & FURNITUR 











Other 






Basis for 


Local 


ARC 


Federal 


Total 


Item 


Cost Estimate 


Funds 


Funde 


Funds 


Cost 
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CATEGORY: IV 



CON^UBLE SUPPLIES 



Basis for 
Cose EiCimaca 



Locsl 
Funds 



ARC 
Funds 



TOTAL COST 



Other 

Federal 

Funds 



Total 
Cost 



CATEGORY I V 



Ctem or 

latura of Service 



CONSULTANT and CONTRACT SERVICES 



Basil for 
Cost Estimate 



TOTAL COST 



Local 
Funds 



ARC 
Funds 



Other 

Fedaral 

Funds 



Total 
Cost 
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CATECORVt 


VT 


SPACE 










Item 




Basis for 
Cost Estimate 


Local 
Funds 


ARC 

Funds 


Ochar 
Federal 
t unci s 


Total 

Cost 


w 










TOTAL COST 










CATEGORY: 


VII 


OTHER COSTS 










Item 




Basis for 
Cost Estimate 


Local 
Funds 


Funds 


Other 

Federal 

Funds 


Total 
Cost 












W 




TOTAL cost! 










CATEGORY: 


VIII 


DPW ADMrNISTRATiyE COST 








Item 




Basis fcr 
Cost Estimate 


Local 
Funds 


ARC 
Funds 


Othar 

Federal 

Funds 


Total 
Cose 




• 


i • 




1 
1 






TOTAL COST 




! 
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B - 
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C 
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E - 


Corporacive by-^laws 
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F 
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HYPOTHETICAL PROPOSAL FOR COOIiDINATED COMPREHENSIVE DAY CARE FAI-'^t v qw CA^r 
HOMES, OUTRiiACH & milLY PUJ;NI?;G PR0GRA2-I ' " ' ' *- — , 

I. Ih' TRODUCTtON; HEED ASSESSMENT 

This program has bitn in operation for IH months. The program was started in 
order to meet the growing demand eor services noc ocher^Msa provided in this rural 
area. After completing a cross-sectional analysis of needs in the county the 
collowing lack of servlcas was noticed: 

1. Many of the welfare recipients could not look for jobs due Co the con- 
scralnts of chlldrearlng. 

2. Many mothers in middle income families were interested In recurnlng to work 
but wancud more than a babysitting service for their children. They e-<pressid a 
desire for _preschool learning e:<periencea . ■ 

3. Sample IQ tescing was dona on the preschoolers of welfare and middle income 
families which showad a slower learning process of the welfare children when com- 
pared to Che middle income families. 

4. Families in both the welfare and middle income brackets expressed a desire 
ror mors inf oriTiation regarding other services in the area especially information 
concernins birth control and how to obtain birth control methods. 

5. Mochers of infants and toddlers exprassad a desire to return to work but 
wanced a family-type learning experience for their children. 

Based upon these results, a program was escablishad consisting of four main 
componanCs: 

1. A day care center for children 3-6 years of age. 

2. Five family day care homes for children ages 3 months to 3 yeara of age. 

3. An outreach inforrnation and raferral service. 

4. A fanily planning clinic, 

II. CO ALS AND OBJE CTIVES FO R FIRST YEAR OPERATION 

First year's goals and objectives for each component and how they have bean 
or are being met. (Note- since one or two componencs of cliis program is a totally 
funded MC project, only 4 goals and objectives for each component will be used as 
e.samples,) 

A-1 DAY C/JIE CENTER. Since a planning grant had previously been awarded to 
assise lu finding a location for ch« center, staff hiring and training to obtaLn 
licansing, the center was ready for operation by July 1, 197/*. The goals and ob- 
Juucives, therefora, concerned the actual oparacion of the center. ; 

1. ) To rGcrult 20 IV-A eligible: children and 10 fee paying children ' 
for the center. This was accomplish<?d through advertising,' utilisation of 

the neado iisartasinanc information by our outreach workers and door to door can- 
vaasliig by the outfe.-.cli workers. The cantar «.;as^ filled by August 10, 197^. 
Soma parants In tha conraunlty exprossed a dislike far group dav care] conse- 
quently — 

2. ) Workshops concerning day care and ■.,"-iat it's about were tjdtubUshed 
onca a week during July and August at diffniru.M IncaCions throughout thd' 
county. An attltudinal ques tlonnoiira ^-s ..is:ribu:ci,i bafora aad after cha 
wurkshup. Forty- five inr cone of th-ssc-. p'.rnncs wis re a«aln.%c d:iy cira 
baforci tha workshap t:han-&d rhuir o-jlniin ■;'rc-- Vr. i Ui-irnini'- iv-,wxl(xnzc. 

O 
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3.) The cestlng of each child enrollsd in the center to aicarcaln a 
developmencal baseline :o help in cha escablishmanc and/or adjustmttnc o£ 
curricula. This was dona through the use of the Denver Developmental. Based 
upon Cesc results a curriculum was established having a developmentaLl'/ eclectic 
philosophy as its base. The theories used in establishing tha curriculutn 



we re ; 



a) cognlclve 

, b) respunse-environmanc 

c) learning 

d) behavior modification 

4.) To assass the developmental progrtis of each child throughout his/her 
day care e.sparience. This Is accomplished by cornparison testing oi tha behav- 
ioral objectives desisned for the children and actual learned responses.. 

A-2 FMILY DAY CARE HO:.t£S . Through the needs assessment, five areas through- 
ut the county were considered as ideal locations for day care homes for infants 
nd toddlers. The planning grant allowed for recruitment and training of the 
— care home mothers, thereby nllowing the homes to begin operation on July 1, 



ay 
974 



1. ) To have four children enrolled in each home. As a result of the 
needs assessment, ten children were anrollei in the homes Immediately upon 
the beginning of operation. The remaining ten children wure finally enrolled 
after three months of recruitment by the outreach workers, 

2. ) Continuation of child development education for the day care home 
mothers. Four-hour workshops are held ever;- other Saturday at the day cars 
center. The topics covered are based upon the needs expressed through ques- 
tionnaires or verbally by the day care home mothers. The workshops are man- 
datory; therefore, fi'iancial reimbursement for time spent was considered 
appropriate. 

3. ) A devalopmental evaluation of all infants and toddlers in order to 
establish their baseline motor and cognitive skills to assist in the devalop- 
ment of training criteria for the day care home mothers. This was accomplished 
through the use of the Bayley Developmantal and Cattail testing instruments. 
The results were correlated and cor-tspondir.i learning areas incorporated Into 
the wnrkshops for the mothers. 

4. ) A daily interaction between the day care home mother and Che paranC, 
diDcussinR the behavior of the child chat dav and what the child ha^ learned 
Through weekly vialts by the social workar vith the day care home mothers and 
bi-waekly vidita with the phrents this frequency oC interaction can by insurud. 
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iMjinjCrruin npiil lOR nniy to dny core fientorsj tioines) 



fill i Idrnn ^nri/nH 

'Mil 1, vi I M it! =, ^ V 


In 


Sex 


Rnce 

.--ijii 


1 


■ Family Total 


j C!iilclre,n to 
X bG hiivecl 


}\ 


13 

m 
' F 


'3 i 
1 B 


u n 




1 - 

Tolnl 








! 










T f I A i 

_ Mm 0-lS 








! 


hUim iB-ifi 


! 














Toddlers 18-3fi 






I i 






FtcschoQkrs 
36-60 
















Preschoolers 
36-60 . 






f 








Primary 
60 Plus 




! 
1 












Primary 
__ _ _riO Pliis 






i 1 


1 

i 


— —— — — 


TtU-als ! 












Tntnis 










i 




- - • 


Scaff Moiiil-crH 




J 






OffroC. 


Fnrn 
Prof 


Tot,il 


JUU_ Hrahcrs 


M 


ux 
-F 


B 


JM- 




P^ir.'i 
Prfif 




Tcnclicrs 












> 






Teachers 








1 

1 


! 


















^ 






_ AidGR 




i 
) 


1 

i 






1 


. , ... _ i.i^-ii7T_.n 




















_ Aas'ts. 






1 






i 

"H.J 


— ™— • 


WDrkc'r.'; 
















Social 

Wnrkpre 




1 


i 




i 








Totals 






■ 1 
1 






Toi:,iIr 




- 1^ 


T ^ — ^ — f 





What arc your ataff-child ratios for; 



toddlers! 



preschooiGrs 
iibaf of centers in your project: 



What nrc your staff-child ratios for: 
infants; ______ 

toddlers: _____ 

prcischoolets: 



taber of contcrs in your project: 



1974 



1975 fPrQigcted Figures) 



*iun:ber of classrooms/cencer : 



Pltiaae. provide ma wich a daily 
scliGdule I 

8^9 Arrival L free play 
9-9:15 Snack 
9:15-9:30 Group time 
9:30-10:15 Struccured play 



Curriculum: 



Would you classify your 
prog ram as: 



Piagetlan: 
Traditional: 



Behavioral Analysis; 

Honteisori: 

Other: 



(plwase speciiy) 



Number of classrooms/center; 



Please provide ma ^^th a daily 
schedulei 



CurricLilum* Would you classtfy your 
program as: 



Piagetian: 
Tradicional: 



Behavioral Analysis: 
Monteib'ori: ______ 

Ocher- 



(please spsciEy) 



DaCine objectives of educacional program 
in behavioral cennii: 

0-lS niosi Infant to be capable Co 
feed selE 

large nusclo courdiiiu t ion - 
clir.ibing up ladder 



18-36 rno:i : know colora---rc*d , bluGj 
yellow 

toilet crainod 
niv2 nap/dny 

DAclng vjt chl Ld3ir:e tahU 
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TM)A piu:j: know uutnbciry 1-10 
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Define objectives of educational program 
in behavioral terns: 

0^18 most in;ant to be caDable to 
fesd self 

larje muscla coordination - 
climbing up ladder 
stack four blocks on cop of 
each other 

18-36 nios : know colDrs-^red, bluej 
y-illow 

coilet traine:! 
'^-nnlDh 4 piec:; puzzle 
li'tfick 8 blocks on top of 
iiach cithar 

36 ncr, pU.j: know numbefR l-^?0 

r.-odu4nng y wurd jOAtencea 



1974 



Indicate ch-a % of time engigsd in 
cha following/daily activitiis 



Struccural acciviclGS 
Nap % 
Oucdoor play _____ 
Free play K 



% 



Transitions 



Mutrition* Include sample menu: 
Children served/day _____ 



Ulio does cooking: centralized 
kitchen or not 



teacntr 



Vflio doas the serving child 



ifnat age are infanCs put on 
tabic foods 



1975 (Projected Figures') 



Indicats Che % of time engaged in 
the following/daily ictivities 



Structural activiciis 
Kap % 

Outdoor play 

Free play % 
Transit lions 



Nutricion^ Include sample menu: 
Children served/day ^ 



Who does cooking: eenCrallzed 
kitchen or not 

ttaGher_ 
^Jho does the ierving child 



i^»ac aga are infants put on 
table foods 



S. OUTREACH INFORMiVTTON AND REFERML SERVICE. Again with the aid of the 
planning grant, the four outreach workers were recruited and trained prior to tha 
July i start-up* 

1,) To inEorm parents of eMlstent services for themselves and their 
preschool child. Through the use of daily lo^s thfi total number of families 
visited and types ol' Information sought can be discerned. In 74 months opar-* 
ation, 1,042 families have been visited. The rnost frequently asked quttscions 
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are' 



a) Can you toll ma about family planning? 

b) How can I help 'my children g^t cheif immunisations? 

c) Wiinh doctors take the inadical card? 

2.) To provida referral for preschool parents to the appropriate ag'sacies 
noedud by the fainlLy. Presently ten of the twelvs preschool related agenclas 
in the county are baing usfed for raferrali. Th^ other two are oi specific 
ralioioLif] nff iiiationii and non^ of the faniilLiiS visited fit thtir criteria for 
siervlcc ufieage. 

30 To caardinnte referral to chu 'jiricus A|ericieSi th^r^by eliminating 
duplicatLun uC CifCart. TUrcni-h b L^n..^^:;: ! y riwy^LnfS beCt/tun appropriata 
u^anry ruprc^Heutu tl va^« , arcinj vhurr .^uj-lic" don cu^is:^ nra QKplQted and alim* 
inattjd v^huru ponr, Lhl^. A ourvay of wAai ciach ^\i^^zy jrfers is prw*Si*ntlv bt^ing 
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devsloped* This will studied to find ouc whera severe duplicaci-Dn 
eMiscs and can bi oiiminacid. 

4.) To pros^idi follbw-up to cases thac have been referred Co &niurt 
that sarvice has h^m rendered* Of Che 1,042 families visited, 532 have 
been revisited at least once* Of those revisited 417 (or 7B%) went to- 
the agency refarred. 

(This section applies only to information 4 referral) 



1974 1975 (Proiected ftgures) 



Caseload : 


Caseload; 




Total cases for all 


councies & caseworkers 


counties & caseworkers 


County Caseworker 


County Caseworker 


County Caseworker 


County Caseworker 


Councy Caseworker 


County Caseworker 


County Caseworker 


County Caseworker 






Home visits* 


Home visits: 


Total: 


Totals 


Per councy: 


Per coLinty* 

— - — J 


Per caseworker i 


Per caseworker: 


Per tnonch: 


Per month: 






Children screened: 


Children scriened* 


Total: i 


Total * 


i 

Par countyi 1 


Per councy : 


i 

Per case worker: ! 


Per caseworker • 


! 

Piir month: i 


Per mnnchi 







Sll 



1974 



Childrpn R€i-screen6d i 
Total : 



ChildrdTi cletecCed as abnormal; 
Total: _____ 
Per county^ 
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Referrals i 

Tocal: 



Medical ; 
Dantali 



Pc^diacrlc 

Vision: 

Speaeh: 



Orchopadlci 

Neurological 
PsychologicaL: 
Public ReaiChi 
Day Nursaryi 



Medicul ; 



Pedtacr iclnn , 
Vis ion I 
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\ 



\ 



\ 



\ 



.197/* 



Hearliigi 



Orthopedic: 
Neurological: 
Psychologlcaii 
Pub lie Health; 
Day Murseryi_ 



Follow-ups : 



1975 C Projected fli^uras) 



/ 



\ 



\ 



\ 



C, F.*J^fILY PL^NNIXG CLnNlC. The neads assesstnant established a definite desire 
or this typi of serving. The plannirLg grant eriabled the director to locate a facil- 
ity And recruit a physician, nurse and aide. Approprlacs training was also $±van 
during this plannins scago* Cansaquently, the proaram bs3an operation July 1, 1974, 
Th^re was and scill is opposition from certain reli,Tious sroups but it has not af- 
fected progrnni operaclons. 



10 Increase access to family planning servicas for chusa people for 
whom these services xmtm not available in the past. The establishnienc oE 
the clinic plus tha 250 ruferrais from the oucreach :/orkers has aided in ac- 
complishing this goal. 

2, ) To escnbitsh a prQ^nancy and V.D. counsslLnj component to aide in- 
div/iduals In family plarininy matters. The nurs^^ has had six wfaks inservice 
training r^^gardlng family plrinrdng cechniquas, V.D. nnd. various psycholasical 
problems ciiCQunCar-d wUh utilinutinn of dlfferer;: birch control metliodsr 
Wiuh thm iiDsincanca of the physician a cQunsalin^ pr^uram has been establishad 
^^Ith 150 pir^ons havlnj^ Caksn udvanta^a of its dar^'lces. 

3. ) Comniunlcy swareniiss of the services offered. This h^s been accomp- 
lished through weakly cornmuaicy scrvica ads on radio and T.V, ■plus monthly ar- 
ticles in Che local pupae, monthly talks to locnl organisntions and utiliza- 
tion 0 1 out reach workurs. 
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4.) To providij fa.T.ily planning services to 500 people curina shi fir., 
year of oparatiaa. To da:. 30O individuals have b..n sa'n and u a^nic'- 

(Xhis sscclon applies only to family planning clinics^) 



157i 



Caseload ^ Tocal: 
County: 
County: 
County : 



1975 CPrQiected Elpuresl 



Caseload : Total: 
County; 
County : 
County \ 



Counseling: 
Referral : 
Medical: 



No. of clinics 



Family Planning Educ. 
V* D. Screening 
V. D* Trisatment 



This section anplici to all prolects. Fill oyc 



accordingly , 



1974 



1975 



Psychological Servicas: 
vrt\o does it: Name:__ 
Degree: 

How oEcGn: 



Who do as it : Na 



me : 



What is Che purpose 



Degree: 



How ofctn: 



VJhat Is Che purpo 
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^."no doss ic : 
Nami 1 

Degreai 

How often: 



VihaC Is the iDuroosa 



Dencal Sirvicess 
Who doss ic: 
Name* 

D6gre£- 

How often: 



vrhaC is chs purpose 



Speech and Hearing Servlcas 
\^f\\Q does it : 



Degree : 
How often: 



t'.Tiac is ch^3 purpoy^i 



I'fho does ic : 



Degree: 
Haw of cen ; 



\TtieLt is the purpose 



U^o doas it: 
Name : 
Degree : 

Hoy often.' 



VPn^t is Che purpose 



\4hQ does it; 
Name: _ 
Dagrae i 

Ho^'/ of lqh : 



l^liat is tha Dur 



rposfi- 
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Til. PRO0R.\M PROBLE^jU^AB Ally SOLUTIONS. 

Alchough the program haj bean accapced into ch3 cc-rnunityj lack of finnncial 
cc:^runicy support is GViJant. A Cansumar Advtsorv Counsii (CAC) hnd baeri fornsd 
C3 assise in policy makini and fund raising* To dace, chfeir fund raising t^ch- 
rUquaa hav^ nuttdd S2,Ol5 or 1% of Che program cos:, Conpequaticiy acher funding 
eiVduufiy are belnj explored e.g. tha Neighborhood Assiscance Act:, 

An Incurnal and cjKtirnal continuous evaluation of the progvom has been cacab-- 
li:^had. the e^^aluntiun cricaria and quastionnai rts which were submictefi with cha 
orL^iiiul propasal ata still in use, although one o: th= iD^l^ fgr this year is co 
rarine che avaluat: icnaL instrument. According to t^^veluational matectaL, ih^ 
progrnm ban shovmt posiclve strides in Che areas of informational disbursamenc, 
rorerrals, coordiLiation of survlcQS with various agoncies, devtilopmenCal progress 
01 preachool^rsj infants and cuodlers, and incirea3S5 la uss o£ family planning 
tiQr%'ices* It can also seen that more work must be dona in the areas of commun-- 
ity impact, local share and Inservice tr kilning. 

In carms ut prograi^ management. It should be noted that several posltioni 
(1 social 5orvice coordinator, 1 educa Clonal coordiaacor, and 1 family day care 
coordinator) have been aliminaced on the new budget. This was due to thfc evalua- 
cion showing that these positions caused an overscaffing pattern. According co 
scaff evaluations of adminii* trationj although chers ara minor areas of disagraament 
with palicy, overall chey ars camforcable with administrative decisions, 

IV, CURRENT PROPOSAL GOALS S OBJECTIVES 

The project for the coailng year will: 

A. Maintain 20 I'/ -A cdlslble and 10 fee paying childran. 

B. Continue tasting each child. 

C. Maintain'' the 20 child ran in the family day care homes. 
Continue the 4 hour workshops every other Saturds-y* 

E. HavG the outreach workers visit 1700 families in 12 months. 
Cnntinua bi-weekLy mietings between agency rep css sntatives. 

0. Continue follow'-up af all fartiilies visited, 

IK Have the fanilly planning clinic se^ 400 nsw alianca in L2 months. 

1. Provlda counaeUng for at Laast 200 cli^n-s utilUins the f jmily planning 
clini c . 

J. CnntinuG the Wsii^^Uly public service ads on radio and t.V* plus monthly 
articlcfs in the local papr»r, 

Those -oaLs that hcwc not heen met v/ill contin-ift t:j b^a pursuild, llwev^r, ^ 
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the evciluucion has shown saveral areas for chaniai (Kotei again, du6 to Ehe 
stsa oS this nodel profjram onLy cwo contlnuacion goals will be used as eKamplesO 



1. Hoic^ iniphasis OR gaining community suppofc must be given. This will be 
sccor.pllah^d by: 

A, During che first chree months of che n&w project year thirty cornrtiunity 
service nds will be shown over che local T.V. station. 

B. • At lease v^o comfnunicy organizacions per month will be approached 
for A talk on this subject. 

C* The C,A*C* will become more involvad in community awarenass through 
par Cicipaclon in ths annual grange faitj fund raising drives and having at 
least one consumar accompany the director on each spiaking engagiaent. 

D, Over the new funding year, at least two Informational articles per 
month will be placed in the local newspaper, 

2, Means for project financial self --suf f tciency must be eKplored and eKpanded, 
This will be accomplished by: 

A* The C.A.C, will have at least four fund raising drives this fiscal 
year with one of thf?sa being a big name group benefit show* This should 
attract peopla from tht neighboring countlis, 

B* UtillEacion of the Neighborhood Assistance Act, A SOlCc) (3) certi- 
ficate was Just obtained and a proposal for $75,000 is in the process of 
being vricren. 



Industries contacted for contribucions are: 

1) Hedstrom ^ commitment of $5,000 

2) Bechlehem Streel - commitraenc of $10*000 

3) Leedoa^s Rug Mfg. - commitment cf $2,000 

4) Johnnie^ s Fish Cannery - coraitaent of $1,500* 

Verbal contributions are presently being obtainnd froo other sources* 
Letters of commitment have been obtained on the above. A copy of all 
letters of commitment will be sent to you in two months or upon comple-- 
tion of the solicitation drive, whichiver comes first* 

State Act 54 will provide $12,000 for local match. Title XIX screen- 
ings will produce $10^200 fees for local share to be used this year. The 
EPSDT screenings have already bean established for the year that will 
guarantee this figure. 



As can ba seen, th^ overall project has bian parctally accepted by the com- 
munity and its component parts are in operation. It is hoped that through the 
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fevaluntion pracuabi and th^ work o£ the CA.C. that ch^ projact: will conclnue Co 
giva quaLicy siirvlcu in a cosc-^eff set ive manner- Tha continuation budget reflsccs 
this cost-^ti^ztivB approach. Tha sGCOnd yaar funding by ARC for chis pfogram 
will h^lp if. its efforc to provido quality sarvlcfis and co become self -suf f icisnt 
by Chi end ot y^ar three. 
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Along with iJLl the child dfr/elopmont data we 
%T& obtaining on the PvCojects^ wa also have standi^d- 
izad thn fiscil Information* The following forms we 
used on a monthly ba-jis^ This is a record of actual 
exp^ndltuxea which gets plugged into EMIS on i monthly 
basis BO that can coinpute unit coGts on a monthly 
aB m\l as quarterly baslsp 

Thii informa'ilon along with the dita gathered 
with the child diivelopmant profiles and flow sheets 
are put into the formtjlij for calculating the unit- 
cost coefficiant. 
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niSTRUCn_0_N_S Fp_R_ PREPARIMG MONTHLY REPORT 

w 

Item 1. Enter the name and complete mailing address, including 
the ZIP code for the grantee organigatlon . 

Item 2* Enter the type of program, l.e, Child Development, 

Information & Referral. Number and ages of consumers 
served , 

Item 3- Enter the aQCOUnt number that appears on your Notice 
of Grant Award, 

Item Enter the rnonth^ day^ and year of the beginning and 
ending dates of this project period. 

Item 5* Enter the months day, and year of the beginning and 

ending dates of the period for which this report is 
prepared , 

Item 6A, Enter the balance of funds on hand from previous 
awards , 

Item 6B, Enter the amount of ARC funds received from grants 
management for the period covered by this report. 

Item 60, Enter the arnount of fees i collected during the period 
covered by this raport. 

it 

Item 6D. Enter the proper figure to make any necessary adjust- 
ments. 

Item 6E. Enter the total amount of ARC funds (Including fees) 
that are available for expenditure during the period 
covered by this report. 

Item 7A-G Enter the actual amounts of funds expended from all 
funding gourcesj including the percentages of funds 
charged to each funding source, 

item 8, Enter the total amount of actual expenditures from 
all funding sources and place^ these eKpenditures in 
their proper oategories. 
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STATE AGENCY 


^. Type or progrtm - nuinbirs 1 agas o 

oonsumers 


smmonweaXth Child Development Commlttes 
ARC Child Development 

, Actual Monthly Expenditures 




Name and Address of Grantee 


J . . Grant number 


Project Period 

frgrn through 


5. Portion' of project period covered 1 
this report 

from through 



A, 


Balance from Previous Awards 


$ 


B, 


ARC funds awarded during this portion 


$ 


3, Pees credited to ARC account 


$ 




Adjuatments . . 


$ 


i. Total funds available for expenditure (6A-6D) 


$ 



CATEGORIES 


% of 

local 

share 


% of 
other 
Fed. fund 


% of. 
ARC 
: funds 


Total fu 
expended 


L. Personnel 










k Consultant & Contract 










Travel 










Supplies 










# Space 










* Equipment | 










. Other Costs 










rotal Expenditures 











ERIC 



221 

254 



The following chart is on Working Pirants which 
shows tha gmount of moniea that hav^ been put back Into 
a county through ta-^ (iolla^s becausQ of day cairi p'rograrni, 
I think It Is rithor ivldoint that it is a boost to the 
county* s- tconomy. 

This tyoe of information is diFlnLtely somnthlng 
that a projsot wonts to p*ovidfi to his county coan^ 
iSfionats.* PoUtieai leidiics are glwa/s concerned, 
espiicially with tha sta^ii of th^ ^coiiomy, with the 
numl^er of peopis that are employed* Day care providers 
us with a double-idged sword* It not only employs the 
teachers and adfainistratorSf but it halps the employ^ 
ment of the mothers and fathers of the children who leave 
their children at the center* T^ls is a ver/ potent 
Wfjapon that must be pointed out to political laidiirs* 
And let's nob forget the mothef^s and fithars of the 
chlldrtn do vote. That's political Glout! 
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Chart # 1 



WORKING PARBrrS DATA 

Tm mm^ of nmm pot back into ohe comm because op day care 



0 LUSffiNE 2,898,000 

5 CARBON 5a,500 



0 SCHIILYKIIX 1 ,750,000 

r, 700, 500 



rCFPLDJ 310,00——— 310,000 



BRADPORD 1,600,000— 1,600,000 

SULLIVWJ 30,000^—^ 30,000 



ERIC 



HUMTINGTON 315,000 
BLAIR ' 8iJO,000 
CAffiRXA 304,500 

1,1(59,000 



Arj.FnHFJJY 52300 



$6,181,000 $2,000,000 $8,181,000 
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Through EMI3 Wti also wanted find out how 
satisfied the wonsumers mxB with tha programi* As 
one can sets, they v/era rather pltajed* Wa githeeed 
thsie data through qijestlonriairos that mre sent to 
the clients* homos and wert sont back to us anonymously 
PltasG see Appendix D fo.T a ^ainple of the questionnaire 
usedi 

The 3urvey was done just a bVt over 3S;^ of all our 
projects* We had a returt rate of about 80% of th^ 
questionnaires.. 
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Chart H 2 



OCmwm QtJESTIOMArRS. 



Nurttoer of day care progr-ajTis responding — 301 , , , 
(Mew form developed, first form too supw-flolfll) 

NumBer of Inforniation and referral prasra;ns respondlrs —Tl? 

Peraentase of ne^tive responses for Information and. referral programs - 11^ 

FerGentage of negative responses for day care prop'ains — , 

yjyeg.-posltlve respofties 

t^no — negative reiponaes 

^formation and Referral Pro.leots 

3 




aevels of 
blgnlf leaned p^.OQl 



Da y Care Project a 



Oiiestlons 
5fe3/Mb 


Y 


N 


Y 


5 

N 




3 

N 


Y 


ij ' 
M 


Y 


5 

N 


Y 


6 ; 
N 




_ N_tpt^_ 


|_of_ total.. 




22 


0 


22 


0 


aa 


0 


22 


0 




5 


16 


6 


22 


60 




Responses 






1 




1 


DOS 


1001 










+Rftspo rises 
Levels of 


j<-ooi 




ne,001 


P<. 


001 


P< -05 


P < 


.10 








Sl^flcarce 
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I think Wy now it has become apparent that the 
projects had a great dtial of dita and inf or.nat ian to 
k%Qp up ivith bitw'Jsn us at the state levsl^ the 
fsd*s and the local comiiunlty. In o:rd{ir to maice the 
Job a little eaaiet for them and fo.r us^ I duvalDpiidl 
■in overail flDw sheot which shov/tjd 'Artien i^erything wot 
due in OUT office^ In Wiiihlngtonj or Ln Phi ladsilphia* 

Chart # 3 is an eximple of such an overall flow 
she^t. 

The cha^t contiins ail the cTitical forr^i and whan 
thd/ mM to be ssnt to us^ Coplis of this fom are 
kept both In the operating agenc/'s office aa well 
in the itati office- Thii Is done so that there will be 
no confusiDn on anyonfi ■ s pnrt concerning when averythlng 
Is due* 

ThR first itM Is whtin the coininnatlon pTopo^^l 
Is duel, 601*r and f502-T axe the forms from t^ie fad^s- 
WDnthly and quarterly narratl\/es are both due at the 
state and fednrsl level* 
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Chart a 3 



OVERALL 0RGAMI2ATI0M SHEET--COPY OP EACH IS KEPT IN STATE 
OFFICE AMD IN OPERATING AQEMCV OFFICE 

PROJECT FY FUNDING DATE 
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M 




ft [ M 
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I 
1 


QUATERLY 




























STATE 
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NARRATIVE 
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HEV; 
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STATE 
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M 
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M 


HEW 




VISITS 






R 
















S F 


T 






i 
t 


OTHER 






























1 
t 


FORMS 


SN/: 




Q 


ONF 


•DSL 






PQ 


CDF 


i 


FS 


CDP 


1 





3NA=STAFF NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
PQ^PARENT QUESTIONAIRE 
ONF=0VERALL NEV/SLETTER FORM 
DSL=DATA SHEET LETTER 
PRQ=PRaRAM QUESTIONAIRE 
WPq=WORKINa PAREMTS QUESTIONAIRE 
CDP=CHILD DEVELOPMENT PROFILE 
FS=FLOW SHEET 
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CHAPTER 5 

ON GOING RESEARCH AND FUTURE REPORTS 



One of the strongest criterion In 
measuring any child development program 
from a managem ent point of vlew^ 15 It^s 
unit cost* Usually in computing any unit 
cost, most managers take the total cost and 
dl^/lde by the total enrollment* This 
calculation in practically all cases is 
doing a tremendous disservice to the programs 
What followB is a set of formulas and graphs 
that were computed using weighted means. 
These formulas take Into account the child's 
development while In the program. These 
are Included In the formula as child 
development increments* Also^ weighted 
means are Included In the formula regarding 
the services provided the^ ollents* All of 
these are put into the formulas along 
v/lth total cost and then a unit cost is 
figured, A simultaneous equation approach 
similar to the one used by Hu (1971) in 
determining the cost effectiveness of child 

me 



health and welfaxe progiamsi .. 

In the evaluations of Graph H 1, A,B, and C are finding seuicos 
Y is the number of clients, ii the child development InCTement scox 
are tht suptTfluous unit costs provided, such as traniportatlon, etc. 
The centij Una in Graph M 1 is the typlcil co-it analysis cbsfflclent 

fMicI f„i 01 ^ y fii n_i 

coMputitlon. Equations L a J L J L^^J L ^ J W PlJ 

aie' tht Hniits of acceptabiUty . Obviously there is nioTe variability 
Iteway using the lattfr fan-mij^as. 
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Graph # 1 



Cost Analysis Coefflclencs Compuced As Linear 
Relations Shift in Efficiency Lei/ei 
Using Weighted Child Development Seale (1-5) 




1000 2O0O 3000 4000 



Dollar Amounts 
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Tha follow,\ng chart ind griph are sumrnarles both 

damogTaphicaily and axperimeatally regirding an icologlca 

retoarOh-^rbid^f-^raB^ntly^He^ condiictad* The chirt 
' . , if 

lists ill demograpluc d.iti* 

Tha griph is analyzing the imount of verbalizing 
of childran with adults and paairSii Ttiis study is a 
foUow^'Tjp 'ind fB^ct^nslon to the studieo don^ on movGment 
and verbalization levels reported on In Chapter 2# This 
study Qonfirmi the Ttsults obtiinad theTtj but v\^lth a 
younger age group* ks mo^/ement (random) to and from 
araanCnon^goai ipoolflc) dficreaa^Sj verbillzations 
innreaisa. It is not only a strict relaSianshlp between 
movoQent and linguige aii hid bean suggestadj but the 
typ3 of moveiiien^* Puxpossful Mvement stay a consi stent 
throughout* It li random moveaient thSu falls off. 
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Chart # 1 

P moon A P H I C INFORMATION 
In£|Ln c/To d d 1 e r_ P r o g ram - - Lu z e r n e Co 



Number of enlldren - Total , N«10T 

Number of children by age group' 

a. under 1 yr* , = 8 

1^2 yrs. Uio 

c , 2-3 yrs, 53 

d , 3-i4 yrs . ■ -;■ , k 

e. 4-5 yrs, 2 
over 5 yrs. 0 

Number of: 

a. females 45 

b. males 62 
Number of: 

a. Blacks . l| 

b. Caucaslaris 103 

c. Others 0 
Family Position: 

a. Oldest 5 

b. Youngest 53 
c* Middle 1 

d. Only H7 
Number havings 

a. 1 Parent In Horne 43 

b. a Parents in Home Bk 

c. 1 Parent Outside Home 16 

d. a Parents Outside Home 0 

P33 

267 



7- Number of Siblings: 

a. 0 H7 

^' ^ 38 36S 

2 • 8 ■ 71 

d. 3 

e. ii 

^•5+ 0 0% 



11 ■ ios 

3 3% 



Average length of time In center 

(Mean) 7 months 
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This griph breaks doivn the direction of vtrbil- 
izations iiid the sophisticauLon of vi^biilzitlons 
a^ro^s notb/it)/ ardflfh^ standa far siiripl^ vetbal- 
izatloan and 7^ stands for complex viTbalizations. 
ThG30 data^ in particuU^ the daxa on verbaiUatlons and 
play pritterns^ heVp to suppc^rt diita fron tlw theocitlcal 
^aiiQ pra^ontdd in Chapter 2* 
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QTMph # 3 

pQvelopfnencal Scheme for Languige and 
Cognitive Growth for Presehool Children 
Enrolled in Day Care 



1 




Ages 
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The Ptax-son R corrilitions and accoopga/ing charta 
are h f Jrthec ext^nsiom of tht ecologicil studies dom 
on sctivlty area J In this charts variDus vQrbai ind cog- 
nitlv'i oritirii art being inalyzad- Let me pQlnt out 
somy of the high lights. On p^ige 239i play by self for 
3-4 tnd 4-5 are significant* Play by solf v.s* play In 
groups at age 3 is significant. Thera sra aoQa vity 
Int^eiGtlng trendii ispeclally on p.igt 233 regarding 
the verbii criteria^ the Qampiex varbalizatlon for 3-4 
ytar old^i and simple vBcballzotlon for 3-4 and 3-15 year 
olifit 

In plinnlng any Gurrlaulumi these data should ba 
taUen into consldtii'^stlon rtga^dlng how children vf^rbalize 
it different age rifles, and how they play* Planning 
fo? different size groups for part of the day Is im- 
portant so bha^c children can escperienci the various 
intiTactional patterns in the groups and praotlct ■ 
coping skills. 
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Chart # 2 
PEARS ON-R CORREUTIOM 



Group l--C,D*Councll of N»E*Pi* 
Group 2*-Mifflin Co* Day Cire 

Group 3 — Comprehtnsiv ^^^y Cart ProgriJii for Carbon Co* 
Group 4^*Columbia Day Cire 



CRITICAL R VALUE 

VARIABLES (at ,05 siqniflcinca Itvel) OBSERVED R VALUl 


SIGNIFICANT OR 
NOT StCNIFlCANr 


1. Simple Verbalizations 
(Vi) 

a. x-agt 3 
y:^age 4 


i .9500 


-.5726 




b* x-agt 4 
yi'Sgi 5 


i,9500 


+ . 1000 


p>.05 


c* jc^aga 3 


i.95O0 


-,5712 


N.S. 


2» Compltx VerbaHzations 
(V2) 

a* K^age 3 
y^agi 4 


-.9500 


^.9178 


N.S, 


Zm Simplt Verbalizations 
v*s* Complex Verbal-^ 
Jiitioni 
i« age 3 

X.Vi 

y.V2 


~ .9500 


"**.4798 


N.S. 


b- age 4 

x-V^ 
ysVj 


^ .9500 


-.3333 


N.S. 


4. Verbalizitlon with 
Piers 

a. x=igt 3 
ysage 4 


— — ^ 

1 ,9500 


■^.8493 


N.S. 

__J 


5, Discrimination betwetn 
large and small 

a. x=age 3 
yiage 4 

b. je-age 4 
ysage 5 


t .9500 
t ,9500 


s 1 

-.0651 

"^aooo 


N.S. ■ 


I c* x>age 3 
J yage 5 


- ,9500 


-.0651 


N.S. 
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VARIABLES 


CRITICAL R VALIJH 
(at .OS significance lev&l) OBSERVED R VALUE 


SIGNIFICANT Ot 
MOT SIGNIFICAf 




6»'' Discrimination of 
^ Colors 

a. x^age 3 
y^agi 4 


- .9500 


.7564 






b* x-age 4 
y-age 5 


i .9500 


■^.3072 ; 


N.S. 




c, x^ageS 
y=age 5 


- .9500 


-.1149 


N.S. 




7# Knov/ledge of 
numbers (l-lO) 
a* x^age 3 
y^age 4 


" . 9500 


-.9125 






b. x-age 4 
y^agi 5 

c# x-age 3 
y-age 5 


- .9500 
~ .9500 


■^.7857 
-.8019 


N.S. 
,N.S. 




8. Play by self 
a, x-age 3 
/ y^age 4 


- .9500 


■^.9870 






b* x-age 4 
y^agi 5 

G# x-age 3 
y - ag e 5 


i .9500 
A- 

~ ,9500 


"^.9731 
■^.9238 


p>.05 
N.S. 




9. Play in groups 
a. x-age 3 
y-ige 5 


~ .9500 


-.0133 


N.S. 




10. Play by self v,s, 
play in groups 
a, age 3 
X- Self 
y-Groups 


- ,950U 


^ .9940 


P ^ . WW 




b» age 5 
x^Silf 
y^G roups 


-.9500 


*^.4516 

- - 


N.S. 




ll.Goes to toilet by 
self 

a* x^age 3 
y^age 4 

1, y=age 5 


- .9500 

-,9500 uiO 

1 H3g 


-.3333 


N.S. 

■ 









^ARIAnLES 


CRITICAL R VALL/E 
(at .05 significance iBvel) 


OBSERVED R VALUE 


SIGNIFICANT OH 
NOT SIGNIFrCANT 


c. K-age 3 
y=age 5 


- ,9500 


i"- "-- " - - 
-.2960 


N.S. 


U Use Scissors 
a. x^age 3 
y^age 4 


- .9500 


-.9518 


p> .05 


Stack 8 blocks 
a. x'ago 3 
^age 4 


i ,9500 




N.S. 
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Thf| follovviig d,iui invulv/es Inf Drnn ^: I :in and ri- 
farrii pvo<2rmB. The summary statistics found in 
Chart 3 ;ind 4 are tho resuUs of the flow sheets 
dti\/^lop(id ind presented in Chapiar 1, RGmombor this 
s whore wn took 10 forms and i:ondfinsed ail tho ?o-cl& 
Into one foe'n. This activity helped the prjjtcts .Tiuch 
%y it helped us a^ the stite Laveli Somo high lights 
Includit the dif farantial .nean betwyen Initial contact 
and the data of te:rmlnatiQn. 54*73 is olDser to the 
national avenge. The other daia from Chart # 4 are out 
of line with the national averige. This fact wad painted 
out to the project director. 
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Ch^rt #3--SCAN 



J 




Potter 


Cameron 


Elk 


McKtian 






r 


Item 


County 


County 


County 


County 


TOTAL - 


4 count 


I. 


// of students 


163 


208 


261 


199 


786 = 


N 


, . 2. 


// home visits 
// refusals 


361 
1 


362 
3 


439 
7 


274 
26 


1,436 — 
3/ — 


averagi 
5% 


4. 


flow sheets 


154 


202 


203 


153 


749 — 


95% 


5. 


AFDC recipients 


42 


60 


40 


80 


222 -- 


28% 


6. 


pcogresg summaries 


150 


195 


205 


113 


663 — 




7. 


".creening 


135 


197 


205 


148 


685 — 


87% 


8. 


re-sc reening 


47 


47 


42 


49 


185 — 


24% 


9. 


other screening 


1 


5 


13 


I 


20 — 


3% 


10. 


abnormalities 


53 


38 


43 


22 


156 -- 


20?. 


11, 


case confere e 


26 


16 


20 


17 


105 — 


13% 


12. 


reports sent 


9 


2 


16 


18 


45 — 


6°; 


13. 


modlcal - paased 


100 


152 


188 


115 


55S — 


71% 




P . H . 


39 


33 


3 


17 


392 — 


50^.. 




Ch, S. 


0 


0 


0 


4 


4 — 


1% 




in treatment 


6 


4 


3 


5 


18 — 


2% 




treatment campleted 


1 


1 


3 


18 


23 ~~ 


3% 


U. 


deinta.\ - passed 


35 


60 


109 


113 


317 — 


40% 




P'.H. 


0 


0 


0 


1 


1 — 


.01% 




Ch. S. 


0 


0 


0 


4 


4 — 


1% 




id treatment 


30 


1 


' 11 


20 


62 — 


8% 




(".reatment completed 


23 


31 


0 


2 


56 — 


7% 


15. 


p ; 1 la tries - In 










3 — 


.04% 




L reatment 


2 


I 


0 


parent = 1 


(parent = 1) 




treatment completed 


0 


2 


5 




7 — 


1% 


16. 


vision-in treatment 


15 


5 


4 


6 


30 — 


4% 




treatment completed 


6 


15 


7 


6 


34 — 


4% 




speech - In treatment 


20 


14 


12 


6 


52 -- 


7% 




treatment completed 


10 


3 


12 


5 


30 — 


4% 


18. 


hearing - in treatment 


11 


2 


2 


6 


21 — 


3% 




treaCmani; completed 


1 


4 


2 


1 


8 — 


1% 


19. 


personal /social 
















In treatment 


I 


2 


4 


0 


7 — 


1% 




treatment completed 


1 


3 


4 


I 


9 


1% 


20, 


fine motor-in treatment 


6 


1 


2 


1 


10 — 


1% 




treatment completed 


4 


I 


I 


0 


6 -- 


1% 


21. 


language-in treatment 


4 


4 


2 


1 


11 -- 


1% 




treatment completed 


3 


3 


4 


0 


10 — 


1% 


22. 


gross motor-In treatment 6 


5 


I 


I 


13 — 


2% 




treatment completed 


3 


I 


0 


0 


4 — 


1% 


23. 


orthopedics-ln treatment 0 


1 


I 


1 


3 ~ 


.04% 




treatment completed 


4 


1 


3 


I 


9 


1% 


24. 


neurological-in treatmt 


0 


1 


0 


0 


1 ~ 


.01% 




treatment completed 


0 


1 


0 


0 


1 — 


.01% 


25. 


psychologlcal-ln treat. 


0.. 


0 


1 


5 


6 ~ 


1% 




treatment completed 


4 


2 


7 


5 


18 — 


2% 


26, 


public health-in treat. 


0 


5 


0 


2 


7 — 


1% 




treatment completed 


44 


25 


3 


14 


86 — 


11% 


27. 


day programs - in treat 


3 


11 


5 


1 


20 — 


3% 




treatment corapleted 


5 


9 


7 


1 


23 — 


3% 
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^ £.0 . 


other referral 


1 




re'i c-trrai reLusaL 




30 


h n n r ftn 1 i f i ^ii=> r> r^r% ^ 
u u I lu L tiia i, L xu fv uonr j 


4 




F 1 1 f f =a 1 t r» 


Q 


32. 


waiting lisc 


0 


33. 


Cermlnac ion 


108 


34. 


2nd reBcr«M-i.ning 


0 


35. 


{lead Stnrt - k 


14 




sib 


6 



Differentials between Date of Inicial 



County 

1* Cameron County 

2. Elk County 

3. McKean County 

4. Potter County 



EKLC 



0 


1 


3 


S — 


1% 


2 


6 


8 


20 — 


■ 3% 


23 


21 


17 


95 -- 


12% 


J 7 


58 


74 


227 — 


29% 


i 

I 


9 


0 


10 — 


1% 


187 


208 


170 


673 — 


86% 


5 


1 


0 


5 — 


1% 


U 


H.S. not- 


41 


69 — 


9% 


12 


listed 


29 


47 — 


h% 






2 




.03% 



tact and Data of Termlnacion; 



Differencial Mean (aa me,- ,r-n,; ddys) 

55.84 
28. 15 
57.21 
_77.92 



54. 78 
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Chart # 4 



Frear / Davidson / Marshall / Lynn / Smich / Hackney / Tocals 





// of sCudencs 


107 


108 


20 


30 


130 


80 


475 




N 


2. 


initial visits made 


97 


108 


20 


30 


130 


80 


465 




98% 


3. 


Bedford Co Growth & Dev. 


4 


5 


2 


0 


1 


0 


12 


-- 


3% 


h. 


Sc reening 


3 


13 


0 


0 


2 


5 


23 


m 


5Z 


5 , 


Blair Dental Clinic 


6 


15 


0 


7 


5 


I 


34 


- 


7% 


6. 


Broad Top Med Clinic 


0 


1 


0 


1 


0 


0 


2 




.4% 


7 . 


Child Care 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


1 


= 


.2% 


8. 


Transportation 


4 


0 


0 


1 


3 


3 


11 


= 


2% 


9, 


Day Care 


4 


1 


I 


3 


1 


2 


12 


= 


3% 
1% 


10. 


Exceptional Child. 


3 


0 


0 


0 


1 


1 


5 




U. 


Dept of Public Assist. 


1 


0 


1 


4 


0 


0 


6 




1% 


12. 


Easter Seal 


0 


2 


0 


0 


4 


1 


7 




2% 
1% 


13. 


EKpectant Parent Class 


1 


0 


0 


0 


3 


2 


6 


= 


14. 


Family Planning 


28 


27 


2 


8 


26 


16 


107 




23% 


15. 


, Heai: icart 


1 


0 


0 


1 


2 


4 


8 




7% 


16. 


, J-egal Services 


2 


2 


0 


0 


0 


0 


4 




1% 


17, 


, MH/MR 


2 


0 


0 


0 


0 


2 


4 




1% 


18, 


, Nutrition Aides 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


3 


4 




1% 


19, 


, Vision 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


= 


0% 


20, 


I Opthamoloiist 


3 


0 


0 


0 


2 


3 


. ■ 8 


s 


2% 


21 , 


, Pediatrician 


48 


43 


3 


19 


27 


11 


151 


- 


32% 


22, 


, Octhopedics 


I 


0 


0 


0 


2 


1 


4 


-■- 


1% 


23, 


, Kindergarten/ 






















Nurseries 


1 


0 


0 


1 


I 


0 


3 


m 


1% 




. Pub? ic Health 


50 


41 


2 


0 


44 


4 


141 




30% 


. School Nurse 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


3 


3 




1% 


26, 


, Speech/Hearing 


0 


0 


0 


I 


0 


0 


1 




.2% 


27 


. wic 


17' 




8 


I 


10 


4 


69 




15% 


28, 


, Home Nurse 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0% 


2« 


, I.U. 


0 


0 


0 


0 


3 


0 


3 
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30 


, Specialists 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


2 


3 




1% 


31 


, Fol low-Up 


36 


57 


12 


0 


23 


41 


169 




36% 


32, 


, // of cermlnations 


0 


30 


5 


0 


0 


0 


35 




7% 



Differential becween Date of InCiial Contact and 
Date q£ Termination -- average - 74> 17 days 
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Probai3ly the moit significant fom dovelopiid through 
SMIS wri^j the new child dtiveLipraant profile. The form 
is sGlf-explanatQC^y. The reaion this for"n w^Jii djivil- 
oped W3S 13 ::c llf^W5' It appetxad that the fOTms th# 
prograinj wir^ using wf^rs typically usel^isa cheok-llsts* 
TYi^'ch wnii 3 nejid fo^ a tool that maid help us make 
ditolsions for an ecoL^gicai bajed i^urrlculurn, TTieyef^ira) 
I d-ivelop^d this ovcn^^ctmentsl fhw ^\mt or ahild dov*sIop- 
mont prjFlU, 

Thore aire tv^i fornisi tiu? first li for the two y 
old and abovs and the second is for children under t. 
year!3 of age- 

The purpQSo o? the foms as restatiid in nhapwiirl^ 
Is t^^ stidy morr cl^sol/ the phenDiien>i of frQi-play. 

The reason for this is simplt| most programs spend 

froMi 50-80i^ of their day in free-play* With children 
spending that much time in such a demeanor, I think 
wa better get a more effective handle on it. That Is 
th^ purpose of this fo:m- 



279 

245 




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSr' VAlniA 
GOVERNOn'S OFiM: ' 
OFFICE FOR HUMAN >'LSCMJF?Ces 

SOD STATE STRtET dLDU. 
N.W, CORNER THIRD I. STATE SFKEErs 
HARRiSBURC, PA, 17101 



Dear 

Enclosed please ^ind the experimental child devel« 
opment profile we talke,:^ bout. Hopefully, this in- 
strument will enable you do better organize and document 
exactly what is occurring in free play. 

Before describing what has been entered on the formj 
let me explain the various symbols and also how to ab- 
breviate the notations for activity areas, 



(see attached she el 
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Symbol Explanation 

Talk to peer 
Talk to adult 
^ Start an activity 

^ Behavioral occurrence 

M Completion of an activity 

^ Movement 

Direction of behavior 
¥ Termination of observation 

O Iriltiation of observation 

Bi-directional 



For abbreviation purpose.^, make eight r-iece puzzle - 8PP; 
Easel = E; Bed = B; etc. 



no I 



EKLC 



Mow, let's take a look at the form. 
First: Somewhere on the left hand side write tht 
name of the child, date of the oboervatlgn and the tlrne 
of the observation. 

Second: The observation bej , Mth the child in 
the Reading corner, notice (O), li.itiates an activity 
reading a book, verbalizes to peer {sj ) and then 
an adult ('4^), completes two other books ver- 
balizes three more times to adult ( 4^ , 4^ , ^l* ) then moves 
out of activity area ( — *•/ ) and goes to the cognitive 
games area (/), does puzzle {%) puazle («), moves to 
music area (/♦— ) completes activity ( ■ ) moves to arts & 
crafts — ) completes activity (■) verbalizes to peer 
(V,V ) talks with Ann, Carol & Mike, they respond back 
( V , V J V . V, etc ) , he responds ( V , V, V ) talks with 
adult (^,4^ ) adult (Sarah) responds (V,V, V ) completes 
activity C ■ ) , etc . 



If there are any questions on this, please don't 

hesitace to contact me. 



Sincerely youra, 



HJP: pc 
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How that r h^ve dtscribed the ressirch that is 
currently being condjctod through EMIS^ let m turn 
to the future rOsearch and try to conclude this chapter 
With a st.TQn<^ b*l5S awologica lly , there @ nuinber of 
avenges ^/e can fpllov/* One as the follo"//ing axtlcle 
which is based on a time and space continuanci a la 
physics^ This is inciuded more for it's heuristic 
value than anything else# A sscond avenue of risetjch 
tying the B«CiP» theory together v/ith an ecologloil 
framework is the I.R.T. --Interac^tional Riactlon Time, 
which is a tinie/bpaci ineaiureriiint of vtrbil and 
soclsl interaction of odults and children- Another 
avenue is the LOntinued validation of the naturaUstic 
reoeirchf 

All of the ibovi toII ba aviilablt under separate 
covers in future monographs produced through EMIS# 

Other resiirch studiis will look at the iffect 
of g^oup siie on vertical grouping and how the tran-* 
iltlon frofn hom€ to day care setting and vice versa 
affects the child's subsi^uent immediate interactions. 
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THE ROLE OF RELATtVITY IN PERCEPttON 
A MEW COMCEPtUAL FR.\MEWORK FOR AMALYZ- 
ING CHILD DEVELOPMENT INCRE'lENTS; All 
INTRODUCTION 

Abstract 



A child between birth and age elevea 

takes in his ^orld through a pifceptual 

iDodaliCy* AIL learning through inputs/ 

outputs is transmitted in perceptual 

Ceras. Pdaget (1932, 1949) addresses 

the Issue of perception in the develaping 

child but only in terms of a descriptiva 

analysis. Hopefully within this paper, 

I will begin to e:<plain the role cS this 

elusive anlaal* I am not the first to 

see the relationship between perception 

and learning* Sronbeck (1971) has ati 

Interesting summary article on the role 

of perciptioa in physics. He uaea Piaget* 

theory as tha basis for comparison in 

looking at perception and its relationship 

to physics J 

Basically the conceptual framework 

Vill be discussed in terms of figure/ 

ground relationships and in a relative 
253 
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Abstract 

and absolute framework. The concept can 
h% developed as a possible eKplanadion 
of the evolution ot thought, but I will 
save this for lacer discussion. There 
are many areas of concern here which will 
be addressed in various dimenslona* One 
concerna the various levels a child deals 
In durlTig the preoperational level* At 
what point does 3 child begin to perceive 
his world In the fourth dimension. 

This paper yill be an introduction 
to a conceptualisation to develop Into 
a possible theory on child development 
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Jean Plagetj a genetic eplsterno legist has develops a vital 
thecry of child development v/hich describes the evolution of 
uhought in the child from irifancy to adoleacence* He has recelv^ed 
a great deal of criticism from vanious research circles in 
raycholosr attackiriB his experlinental methods. This paper v/lll 
not address the validity of his experimentation nor will it try 
to ascertian if the criticism of his theory is Justified or not. 
The purpose of this paper is to put his feheory along with a theory 
espoused by Ogletree and others on Bioplasmlc forces 3 and tie 
these theories together in a meagJ.nful rnamer with those of 
physics and perception 3 a inter-relatlonshlp sou^t after by 
David Bot^, Tills is not a statement of theory but rather a conceptual 
frOTiework being put forth to better explain Plaget's theory and 
Ogletree's theory as they relate to the overall theory of Imowledge 
and its evolution. At this pointy readers should be cogrd^zant 
of the heuristic value of this concepti^l frOTiework rather than 
with its validity . Ihe validity of the rramework will Jonly start 
after a more succinot statsnfent can be aade of Piaget's and ^letree's 
research through ecological based rese^ch. 

Basically this conQeptual framework takes two terns from the 

ngo 



Spt3cial Thdory of Relatlvicy (EinaKeinp 1905) and incoperatGS 
It inno a clme/ gpncc/movoment continuum on how children viow 
thetr v/orld* The Btages of dev^^lopment will be laomorphlc to 
those of PiageC-s. There will be four stages i 0-16uios; 
18mos-7yrs; I-llyta; and U+yrs. Within chose stageis, space and 
time will be introduced as the child sees these concepts in a 
figure-ground relationship, A formula will be Introduced: 

Time + Spacii - Movenient 

ttowever, with this formula, a la Gestalt psychological 
framework, the whole Is greater than the sum of its pacts. The 
necessary adjustment is then made for the above equation* 

Time + Space -^Movement 

In Chut H 5 starting with the first stage of developnient , 
Che InfanC deals with his world in absoluta terras, nothing is 
invariant (IntGrnallEed or relative). This Is evident In Plaget's 
theory where he states (Piaget, 1932) that the child is Incapable 
of conceptUflliElng or internalizing thought, He literally thinks 
out loud and is totally enveloped within Immediate perception. 

Betweifi IS mos-? years , stage 2, the child internallzei 
(Invarlanti relative) the concept of space* This is critical 
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because cilthough this uoiicept: la interndli^^dds time is not. 
The way wa teach children or raclier the way children learn is 
very different from the ptevlous stage. He possesses object 
permanence, and adult permanence^ has object constancyj etc. 
These are all space concepni , What ha doesn't have, hov/avet, 
are the time concepts (they aren't Invariant, internalized). 
He doesn't cransfer, he doesn't have reveciibiltiy . He also 
does not have movenienc concepts internalized. He ii still 
egocentrtc, still doesn't Gonserve* 

Insert Chirt # 5 

As he approaches stage J? he begins to acquire time concepts 
and with this some movemenc concepts. However, in the latter 
category he is still influencad by immediate perception. Movement 
Is not totally internaltzad . This doesn't oceur until the last 
stage, stage 4» 

It if obvious how this conceptual framework fits into Piaget'i 
theory or rather how Plaget^s theory fits into the conceptual 
framework* But how does Ogliitree'i theory fit Into ic. In 
Ogletree's theory, he la calking in terms of Energy Levils or 
energy dif f irentials. Hi relatts how in education children waste 

n 0 9. 
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energy through meaningless tasl<s. Within the conceptual framework^ 
don^t taach absoluCas in space concepts when a child has Internaliged 
oc is dealing in a relative matiner with space, Behaviorists have 
a bad habit of doing this. They have prove conQlusively that 
Plagecian tasks can be taught earlier than Plaget predicts, 
but at what expensa to the child's energy levels. Ate we depleting 
the child early? I think it is an unequivocal, -'Yes'-! 
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